FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 

AND 
PRIVACY ACTS 

SUBJECT: CUSTODIAL DETENTION 

SECURITY INDEX 

FILE NUMBER: 100-358086 

SECTION : 6 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



NOTICE 

THE BEST COPIES OBTAINABLE ARE 
INCLUDED IN THE REPRODUCTION 
OF THE FILE. PAGES INCLUDED 
THAT ARE BLURRED, LIGHT OR 
OTHERWISE DIFFICULT TO READ 
ARE THE RESULT OF THE CONDITION 
AND OR COLOR OF THE ORIGINALS 
PROVIDED. THESE ARE THE BEST 
COPIES AVAILABLE. 
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Office NLem • um • united : overnment 

nAT _ August 2$, 1950 

TO » DATE ' 

FROM : 

SUBJECT: ^ECUROT UPbT^ GJj{3£&L_. 



J 



PURPOSE ? 

*« 4rvf«-rm wmi of «*« security Index increase. 

DEIAHS : 

A. Security Index count has been nade on Friday of each 
week for the past three weeks. The results are set out below: 

Total 

August 11, 1950 ; - 12,182 

August 18, 1950 3|f2M 

.August 25, 1950 12,33U 

From August 18, to August 25, 61 new cards were added and 
15 were cancelled making a total increase of U6 for the week. 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
NATIONAL SECURITY RESOURCES BOARD 

WASHINGTON 25, D. C. ^ 



OOTCX OF TM« CHAIRMAN 



PERSONAL AND 
CONFIDENTIAL 



August 25, 1950 



Honorable J. Edgar Hoover 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Department of Justice 
Washington 25, D.C. .. 

Dear Edgar: 

Thank you very much for your letter of 
August 23 and the distribution chart 
attached thereto, I found it of great 
interest and appreciate your sending 
it to me. 

Sincerely, 



T1HTT1 



"7n i mi nil 




In Reply, Pleas* Refer to 
FUe No. 



UNITLiJ STATES DEPARTMENT OF JlioJTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OP INVESTIGATION 



PERSONAL ATTENTION 
STRICTLY COT^nXENTI/L 



August 29, 1950 



Washington SAQ>.XS3TTER NO. 61 

Seriea 1950 



SAC ALBANY 

ALBUQUERQUE 
ANCHORAGE 
ATLANTA 
BALTIMORE 
- J BIRMINGHAM 

BOSTON 
BUFFALO 
v BUTTE 
CHARLOTTE 
CHICAGO 
.. -CINCINNATI 
CLEVELAND. 
DALLAS 



/W. 



o 



DENVER 
DETROIT 
EL PASO 
HONOLULU 
HOUSTON 
INDIANAPOLIS 
KANSAS CITY 
KNOXVILLE 
LITTLE ROCK 
LOS ANGELES .. 
LOUISVILLE 
•MEMPHIS 
MIAMI 



MILWAUKEE 

MINNEAPOLIS 

MOBILE 

NEWARK 

NEW HAVE1T 

NEW ORLEANS 

NEW YORK 

NORFOLK 

OKLAHOMA CITY 

OMAHA 

PHILADELPHIA 

PHOENIX 

PITTSBURGH 



PORTLAND 
RICHMOND 
ST. LOUIS 
SALT LAKE CITY 
SAN ANTONIO 
SAN DIEGO 
SAN FRANCISCO ' 
SAN JUAN 
SAVANNAH 
SEATTLE 
SPRINGFIELD 
WASHINGTON, D. 
QUAHTICO 
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(A) SECTBITXJEIDEX----' ojPECIAL SECTION —"The Bureau has maintained a Special 
Section~in""it3 Security Index in which are filed cards on persons coming within 
the following categories: 

1) 'United States Government employees; "• 

2) Atomic Energy Program employees; .,:,.;'• ■ : .: 

3) Espionage subjects; .'" '" ' ; ^.V'' ' -" ■; - v ■' " 
If) Prominent individuals; 

5) United Nations Secretariat; and 

6) Foreign government employees. 

A subject is placed in this section and separated from the bulk of 
Security Index subjects" by reason of his position as a prominent individual, his 
employment by the United States or a foreign government, or activity as an 
espionage agent. Special consideration will necessarily be afforded him at the 
time mass apprehensions are ordered of all Security Index subjects. ^ 

By letter dated July 31, 1950, the Bureau provided a list to all field 
offices which are supervising cases on individuals whoso cards have been filed in 
the Special Soction of the Bureau's Security Index. The names on this list were 
subdivided into the six categories described above. The Bureau further instructed 
each offico appropriately to tab the Security Index card on each person listed 
thorein in ordor that the cards can bo readily separated from the bulk of the 
cards in tho Socurity Index. 
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>■■ ■■■■: 3 ' 

Soveral offices have requested permission to establish a Special 
Section to S« with that maintained by the Bureau. Y °V^tiTfron 2° 
- to remove all cards which you have tabbed for special =° nsa ^^"°"f^ e ^ 
„^Sr Security Inder and place them in-a Special Section =°£^ n f^i^ ln , 
v.. Xvisions described above. This procedure will avoid the danger °? ™£™ 
the special cards vith the regular cards and the possibility that a security or 
tne spec-aj. oaru* " ^ .,.„,/ v . „~.„..w ,-™~-t..i -oncidoration in the evont of 

espionage <.uujOC<., .iu o.^«^i.m. »w t-j...— —--*-■- „, ,_ .,._., __ — ..,,,.„ •!■*• 

a mess appronension or aecurirvy .inae* auuja^, w^-l «« Q " w ""™ flZTT" '"" 
It is imperative that Bureau authority be obtained prior to apprehending a 
subject vhoso card is filed in the Special Section. 

When new recommendations for Security Indez cards are submitted to the 
Bureau a<* ™ believe the card should be filed in the Special Section, you 
S eo inlicate on all copies of OT-122 by typing In ^f* r *f * h ^? ycu 
corner of the form the words "Special Section" and the subdivision in which ycu 
Sve the caru^hould be filed. The Special Section of your Security Index 
^Ibf set up as rapidly as possible and when this has been aecomplished , 
tho Bureau should "be notified lay letter. 
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Office Mer, 



#/# • UNITED S_ 1 GOVERNMENT 

' DATE: 7-^8-50 




SUBJECT: 






<2 ^f/r^ 



* tHfl qtena being taken to increase our 
To advise you of the steps Dems ^ 

Security Index coverage, 

■ * . • " 
1, RECSKT IH3'ffiUCTI0K3 

..." j 4. j i.i ^ b«; IPSO, instructed the field to 
SAC Letter No. 48, dated July 25, j*^?^^ repo rted to 
tanediately open cases for investiga ^°f t ^^ a Coraiar l 3 t Party, 
be present or alleged members of ° r 8 f"^*^ £ or ST ,i in ter groups 

Socialist Workers Party, Indep ™f?* ^^"g^ £%**. Previously, 
a^l to consider these i^aduals f^^.^S .bove groups was not 
mere nembership in or axxxi.xaui.ur. ..-.*... w "7 .77.^ — ._ +h « ^«or^ n? ether 
considered ^<^"\* £!£V\£ ^^rouHr ^otentlaily dangerous 
indications xnat the ir ^^; * a * ^tal industry or defense 
due to Party training, ^^^f^itart forces or other stoilar 
installations past 9 ;™^ s ^g S ued in view of the definite r . ., - 

SSSS Si" ™^ -^/^ioT^hrSears -v.. 

have aligned themselves on the side of the Soviet Onion. 
2. AMTtCIPATSD i;:f.P7.ASS IN S5CU HITT IKIES 

Under the above P^^'^^^^^^Hrtr 
persons determined to *• ^£ t ° f " "££ ^"considered for the Security 
or related groups, at the preset ^e ^ es ^ th this p^^ani . 
Index. We anticipate that as the field prc r of Secu rity Index • 
there will be a very marked increase m xne nan 

subjects. /--y 

3 . .cw.-ammOB FCfl A ^™^ *E saCMTTr IMS* PROGRAM 

, A ^ x c u^+ qar letter be sent to the field pointing 

lt is «««^^^^ScS^ relating to potential 
lout the urgency for expediting their inves ^ attached, - 
^Security Index subjects. If you agree, the letter .s attac ^ 
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STMAARO TORM NO. 6* 



Office Memorandum - united states government 






TO 



ROM 



SUBJECT: 



Director, ?Jl 
3AC, Baltimore 



date: September 6, 1950 



s 



P213C2TAL AI"D C0'"7ID^ITI.VL 






^.P 'PTiT. S :r.<' !* 
SAC loTT^ ;r6l 



Rebulet .^61. 

In -»cccrd2TC3 -1th Instructions set forth In rebulet, the 
Special Section of^the Security Index has been sat up. 



s~7 
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«TANOAHO FORM NO. 64 



Office Met, ~dum • united—ES government 

1 to : Director, FBI 



A, date: September 5, 19^0 

i 

/ ~ from :\ SAC. Boston 



m 



SUBJECT: ^miglgDES - SPECIE SECTION 

Reference SAC Letter No. 61 

8/29/^0. 

" . -p +»ia Security Index Card file iras set up 
The Special Section of the Secorxty -^ 
in ^Boston Office on September 1, 1550. 
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. ----- ,-,'. ■;.:■.■ ;■->■■■■■■ •! 

Office Memorandum • united states govei 

to : Director, FBI date: 9-8-50 

/, ■'": ■:-■'" ? 

prom s/j^ SAC, Little Rock { 

SUBJECT: 'SECURITY INIEX - SPECIAL SECTIOH COHFJUfeallAL 



Re SAC Letter Ho* 61, 8-29-50. 

The Security Index of this diYision does not Include 
IndiTidaals falling within the named categories, for 
which reason no special section of our Security Index 
will be set up* 



•lilTTT ~ "nil! Ill III 1WT Ill II III 
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0T OM OAWO fOKM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

I TO . Director, F3I *»« ^^ 6 > 195 ° 

FROM^rr 5AC, Anchorage ^ 

SUBJECT: „-ul.-L.I ~ <- -*-x. : ; 



A-v^ /n 



Re S/X Letter imo. ox oatea o/*7/^o. 
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Office' Memorandum • united states government 



TO : 



! I 



FROM : SIC, PHILADEUHIA 

SUBJECT: . SECURITY INDEX • SPECIAL SECTION 



Be SAC Lattar #61, Series 1950, dated August zv, l»ou. 

la accordance with instructions contained in the above 
SAC Latter, a •Special Section* of the Security Index 
has been set up in this office© 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATE: September 5, 1950 
TO -: Director, FBI 

r/Cc, Los Angeles 

SECURmj^X^^^CIAL SECTICN 
rb^ letter No. 61, series 1950 dated *ugust 29, 1950. 

... , ... *v«* ~ .«.««.«*.• .serial Section of the Security Index 
^iS^^li M^"^ b^i set up with subdivisions as se, 
out in the above SAC letter. 
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STA 4DARO FORM NO. M 



Office lAefficrandisTft • united states government 



TO 



DATE: September 12, 19?P 



#ROM : SAC, Buffalo ^ 

C i! r i D "i i. i l -'■- 

SUBJECT: -ZCUI^TjT I^ICX ' 



Re SAC Letter ,?5l, Scries 19^0, dated August 29, 19$C. 

As direct sd in referer.csd SAC letter, a Special Section 
has been set up in the Security Index maintained by this 
office*. 



T-mrn ~ -Hill in in fit III! II ill II ■illl I ' 






■TAtOAMO FOMM NO. 84 



Oj^ce M^ 



WW 



m • UNITED oiajli^o GOVER 



*) 



TO : Director, FBI 

Ifrom : SAC, M inneapoli s 

I r> ■ 

SUBJECT: ""SECURITY INDEX - SPECIAL SECTION 



DATE: Septenbej:!^, 1950 
CONFIDENTIAL 



Re SAC Letter ,?6l dated August 29, 1950, concerning captioned suoject 
natter. .„■ j - 



Pursuant to the instructions of referenced letter, a Special Section 
in the Security Index has been created in the Geographical Section of the Security 
Index maintained by the Minneapolis Office. 



cC. 



At the present tics this Special Section only contains the card 
Relative to , t3io is the subject of (Bufile ir \, which 

Card is filed in the section captioned "U. S. Government Employees." 
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Office Memo* hm 



T* 



,#u>m 



DIRECTOR, F.3.I. 



UNITED S^ , ~5 GOVERNMENT 

DATE: September 12, 1950 



if.. 



SUBJECT: ' £EGL 1 ? T T V " TT' T )^."/" 

speciaiTsegtio^^ ,' .'■'..' ■ ■' : : ; 

Re SAC Letter ?To. 61 dated "Aujnist 29, 1950, Section A, * 
requesting that a- Special Section of the Security Index should be set up . 
and that the Bureau should be advised when this is accomplished. 

5y letter dated July 31, 1950, captioned, "Dr/TCOLS - 
SECURITY INDEX," tne Bureau forwarded to this Office a list of the Security 
Index Subjects for this Division which had been placed in the Special Section 
by the Bureau, The object listed by tne Bureau was an espionage subject, 

• To date this is the only subject in the 
Oklahoma City Division which has been designated for the Special Section 
and an appropriate division for this subject has been set up in this 
Office. 

From a review of the Security Inde^ in this Office , it 
appears that one other subject, namely, , was., Bureau 

pile , who is employed as a collector in the Office of the T 
Collector of Internal Revenue, Tulsa, Oklahoma, may possibly fall wittei 
this category since is a U. S. Government employee. A separate letter 
is being forwarded to the Bureau suggesting -this subject be given consideration 
for the Special Section. \ s 
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:te Memorandum • united states government 

DATE: 5! .Ct-trffcsr 1L* 195& 



TO : Director, FBI 



FROM 



^ C ^ 



&r~.x 




SUBJECT: ^^gT TT I?'' v- 'FSCItf. SECTION 

* ■• ■ ' I 

Re SAC Letter No. 61, Series 1950, dated August 29, 19$3 

, . i.^f .mm ^vieYfirp "the Security Ir.c*x "Lirt, in 

^cuL^si^e tne^f- l t r h ;-Spe=ia a Secticn Subdivision. 

.r-rrdi— 1- -o Social Section Subdivision oi x.ae Securii-i I..~x 
Urtta tne'fncenlx Oifice nas been set u ? at this tas.. 
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VTanoard ramu NO. 64' 



^ 



/ Office IS/xSm ^ 'W •UNITED STAxES government 

to f y Director, 131 DATE: Sesptanber 1?, 19>0 

M01- SAC JUfcany 



SUBJECT: SECURITY IEDEX - SPECIAL SECTION 



JBJE 



Re SAC Let #6l, Series 1950, 8/29/50. 

This is to advise that a Special Section of the Security Index 
has "been set up in accordance with referenced letter. 



'1HTTT " III ill II TIT Ill III II I ■Hill 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

TO : D . If. Ladd W^ ^ S«I*«fc» 3 * 195Q ' 



FROM 



: A. H. Belmont/ 



I 



SUBJECT: sBCtnTTY TTIDra - ^1 £ M £ £ fc L 



PJRPOSB 

1V» «HtH«o von «f tlb« lPftT«as« in t>m S«mrr1t.y TndflX far th« 
week ending Friday, September 3, 1950. 

PS TAILS 

The Security Index count taken today reflects that we have a 
total of 12,462 cards. Sixty-eight cards were added this week and 
eleven were cancelled, making a total increase of fifty ***™* far the 
week* 
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Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO : DATE: September 12, 1950 

FROM : 



SUBJECT:/ SFECIiX 3EC TICM ' /% ' 

^ SECURITY INCSX - U r. tfZKfl L 






Purpose ; 

To advise you of the desirability for having Special Agent 
in conjunction with the supervisors in the Security Division 
examine the cases on those- 203 individuals presently contained in the 
Special Section ox the Security Index for the purpose oi determining 
whether or not they are properly included therein. To point out the 
desirability of having instruct icns issued to the field to submit infor- 
mation by snnrmqry type reports suitable for -distribution concerning the 
persons listed in the Special Section of the Security Index. 

Background : - 

As you are aware, there is a Soecial Section of the Security 
Index. The purpose for this section is to provide that individuals 
contained therein be given special consideration as to the desirability 
of apprehending them in the event of hostilities. This section, at the 
present time, contains the names of 203 individuals, and is broken down 
into six categories, as follows: 

Espionage Subjects .... .... 89 

Government .Employees . . • • • • 40 

Prominent Individuals ;.' .... 26 

Atomic Energy Employees .... 7 

Foreign Government .umployees ..18 ; <-/- 

United Nations Personnel .... 23 

It will be noted that the number of 203 individuals in the Special 
Section of the Security Index appears to be high. This seems particularly 
true when it is ncted th^t the names of 89 espionage subjects are included 
in the Special Section at this time, and that the Bureau will be tardng 
the responsibility for allowing these persons to be at large after the 
start of hostilities v/hile separate consideration is ^iven to the : 
desirability of apprehending them. ♦, 

Further it will be noted that the identities of the individuals 
contained in the Special Section of the Security index have not been made 






lU 



{. I 



1':''' 



available to the Department and the Department is not aware of the 
existence of this Special Section* Reports concerning the activities 
of the individuals included In the Special Section have generally not 
been furnished to the Department, In the event of hostilities it 
would appear that considerable worthwhile Agent time would be spent 
correlating information for the purpose of disseminating it to the 
Department. 'Vr'.-r: 

Re commendation : -»: 

It is recommended that Supervisor together with the 

individual supervisors in the Security Division to whom the separate 
cases are assigned review the cases of those individuals presently in 
the Special Section of the Security Index to determine if they are 
properly included. At the conclusion of the review it is recommended 
that a memorandum be prepared setting forth the identities of those 
persons who are properly included in -the Special Section and further 
setting forth the identities of those persons concerning whom it is 
recommended that their names be deleted from the Special Section together 
with the reasons for the action. At the completion of this analysis it 
is recommended that instructions be issued to the field for sumnary 
type reports concerning subjects included in the Special Section of the 
Security Index to be immediately furnished to the Bureau so that these 
reports will be readily availaole for dissemination. The instructions 
should also provide that periodic reports suitable for dissemination be 
submitted covering the activities of those activities in the Special 
Section of the Security Index. 
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lum • UNITEI 



TO -t>ir©Qtor, FBI 

FROM • SAC, San Francisco 

' . v twt^c - SPECIAL SECTIOH 

SUBJECT: SECURITY J™^L b ™ 



r GOVERNMENT 

DATE: 9/20/50 



-~— ,'1050 dated 8/29/50, 

...nee i. — - ^ -- r &'2£X£ '-* «P * ^ 
rrr; .. .>««. which require ~ 
,i^j.»-. — - ,. T n dex. 



..., :, .. .nnv— which roqui 
S^« »f"tk. Security Index. 



^tion of the Secure — 1al Section of the 

For «. s-^^i^S^^JKS 1 - - - 9/13/5 °- 

Security Index xn the San 
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STATES GOVERNMENT 
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,j\ Bureau of Inucstiru 
•irtitcii §tatca Department cf Unstfrc 

301 Continental Bank Building 
Salt Lake City 1, Utah 
"* 'SeptecEeFi>2, 19$0 



A) 



J _ CONFID ENTIAL 



Director. FBI A 



iui. i^jour.jLix jltju&a - DriiUiAL SECTION 



Dear Sir: 



Re SAC Letter No. 61, Series 19^0, dated August 29, 
1950, '.Therein the Bureau authorizes the offices to set up a 
special section in the Security Index relative to U. S. Govern- 
ment employees, Atomic Energy Program employees, etc. 

For the information 01 the Bureau, this office has 
no Security Index subjects who would come vathin the Special 
Section category; therefore, no action is being taken in this 
matter by the Salt Lake City Office. 

Very truly yours, 



-■'-Y-nirTT " 111 IIIIIIIe' iwi Ill II III IE Iillll 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 84 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



: Director, FBI 
FROM : ^/£f SAC, Detroi t 

r, ' ' 

SUBJECT: . ^ SECURITY IKPEX 

SPECIAL Si^cilOlT 



date: September. 22, 1950 



► . .!* 



K* 



r ■ ■ sub section A. 



Reference SAC Letter Number 61, Series 1950, dated August 29, 1950, 



, ". In accordance with Bureau instructions a "Special Section" has 
been established in the Security Index of the Detroit Division. Bureau instruc- 
tions relative to indicating "Special Section" on forms FD-122 will be followed 
when such forms are submitted in the future. 



riilTTT 
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Oj/fa NLefnonrndum • united sta^s government 



TO , 

F&OM : 

SUBJECT: 



THE DIRECTOR 



date: September 2Q, I960 



THE EXECUTIVES ' CONFERENCE % ; \ 

^SECURITY INLET - Qr-rSztffhJ. 

CHAlidES TO EXISTING CARDS 



..^, , On September 20, 1950, the Executives' Conference, v ^ 
consisting of llsssrs* 

, considered 
and recommended approval of the attache"d SAC letter authorising 
the field tamake informal notations on^Security Index cards 
reflecting a\change of address or other ajtal information 
pending the r\ceipt from the Bureau of a corrected Security Index 
card. 

——————— "* 

In the event you approve, the SAC letter will be sent 
to the fie Id. 



Respectfully, 

For the Conference 



rinnrr 
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^ j^T^nr^TTo^o instructea tnat no cnaiu. system, inia 

dated Jul:' *.>, J-i^^ ,^-w.red b^ the Bureau vita the new -^ * . in r00 d 

SgSl^rl^ -'--^S.STo £."££. «* rend iaS receipt of 
trpon the suhnission of ^ f orm ^ x* 
5L rer . ^^r.tsd Security Indes Cc.ra. 
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•- Ojjfotf Memorandum •united states government 

W' ■ TO : * ATB: 9-22-50 



PROM : 

SUBJECT: SECPRITT IHDE3C - .-, f tf f C<d L 



r. ,. / 



To advise you of the increase in the Security Index for the 
week ending Friday, September 22, 1950. 

DETAILS ; 

v - The Security Index count as of today is 12,633. During the 
past week, 129 new cards were prepared and 8 cards were cancelled, leav- 
ing a net* increase in the past week of 121 cards. 
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Office Memo, mdu 



TO 



DIRECTOR, FBI 



m • UNITED ST. :ES GOVERNMENT 

DATE: September 26, 1950 



prom SAC. Los An geles 

SUBJECT^ "SECURIT3LINDEX 

Ji * Rebulet August 31, 1950. 

, . t * a„™«* 15 IPSO bulet advised that three copies 
In reply to nprlet August 15 £50, £1 ^ ^ ^ 

on the Security Index Card for Lo ^ele. ; ^ ^ under lEMhave 

^"f/^if 1;, "IHwo c^ies 7 of each were forwarded Accordingly 
- no* be Cl . *c^ r , -—^ -J-^ _„,,„- ^-n Va ^e UD bv Los Angeles untax bucn 
l£Z th^Burer'is^birtol^sh-three copies to the I*, togeies Office, 



TI1"TT 
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October 25, 1950 
SAC, Los Angeles ^^ qpTrnTAL D5L IVt*Y 

Director, FBI 

SECURITY IKDZX 



Reurlet dated September 26, 1950. . 

It has bean detern^that^the -st^f ficient^ 

„„«r«tlon of the Idh syste* o..x ~~ *•--.--_ ^ = „,. 

index cards at the Bureau » " ^ d 7 t ' H uI be "necessary 
the card prepared for each ^°° f^V eographically by 
Sxo^en^'^rfa^owVollbrrecurltJ Index in your office. 

For your inror^ation the Bureau i^presently 

considering, the advisability °£ *-vl^ a^^^ within 
tain a " : ;;o-ra ? nxcall , u / ^"P*^ th3 geographically 
their Socurity Index in addition to tn- b o CO urse, 

by residence breakdown presently in operatl ^ ^ 

i? such procedure is placed in eft-ct, al 
furnished threj copies of each bec~n. t>jt 

Xou will he advised when this matter is 
resolved. 



WTT 
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\l 



Vr. Peyton Ford 

Deputy Attorrey General 



"*« +■. <~.T-% r\ jj» ii . 
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Directory. FH1 



£♦/ S~C"J?J ' : i .. ! " ~v A Lid i 



c o r ? I d e ?: ? i a r, 



There 1 3 attached hereto a currert list of i~divicuil3 
inai-.tainsd in the Security Index. ' , 

It 3s requested that this list be giv.«n utr.ee t security. 



Attachment 
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STAMOANO POftM NO. 64 
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OfflCe jM or ^ZZZ • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 




FTOM 



SUBJECT: 



DIRECTOR, FBI , 

SAC, Louisville ."""■'" 

Re: SECURITY INDEX - SPECIAL SECTION 



DATE: Sept. 2$, 1950 
CONFIDENTIAL 



Re SAC Letter No..6l. Series lj?f>0, August 29> 1950, which 
HAsrr-iVioQ t.ho Special Section cf the Security Ir^dcx auJ F iv- 
vides for setting up a Special Section in each Field Division. 

Please be advised the Louisville Office has no Security 
Index subjects within the classes designated for the Special 
Section of the Security Index. 

If Security Index Subjects falling within the designated 
classes are developed, a Special Section will be set up and the 
Bureau advised. 



T 






sr«n'.\«!j fCic* no. *4 



C^/jc<? l\leTnora.-:d?:jj'i • united states governmf.n 

TO : Director, FBI DA ™ : Sept. 27, 1950 

C4^;'J?rom : SAC, Chicago CONFII^^mL 

sl'uject: Trc : -T:I7Y r:'C-!."'' - 






Re SAC Letter No. 61, S*rics 1950, dated August 29, 1950. • • 

This 7,ill advise that the Security Index of the Chicago Office has 
t-*c.i sub-dividod o.z r«qu2. - ;tod in ^ectica A of referenced L:»0 letter. 






•*-n J-:?ri 



Eirector, FJI 



September 21, i;.-3 



/ 

■r 



o, 



SiiCJiLirf Ilaj'uX 



la correction with putting t:io organisational affiliation or 
nationalistic tonaeney on the Security Index card of the ino'Lvi-«val 

oi i-i-irto idco, please be advised that, "this will be ceded by the bureau 
with the thrre lr.ttr.rs ":?. This sVi~lr.:3unt«: the coca set ^orth on- 
pa^c 3 of *;.;C LsUer 'a3, Tories 1?>J. 

_ ~* •'--■'■* ^i*viuqux3*i coo.Teen \,r.f3 members of tha nationalist 
Party of Puerto JUco aid of this or-a^iiicn. 

In the near future, you should survey the Security Index cardi 
maintained by yenr office for ?>I1 tK^ — .-^r'< of +t*-*~ r .^,.^._., , ^v,. ., "**,.* 
siiiuid aivisa tha bureau an to their ide-.tity in cr^cr iheT^e^vroaiT 
say reconcile its ^ecurioy Index ?.*ith considsraJio.i for nenb*rs of t^is 
organisation. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

to . Al1 Su P erTi8ors in the Espionage and September 28, 1950 

TU * Internal Security Sections . DATB: r . 

F*OM : • 
ft SUBJECT: SPECIAL SECTION OK 1HE SECU RITY INDEX - Q\ g t/ g ff frL_ 

PURPOSE : 

To provide for a review of all cases involving subjects 
currently in the Special Section of the Security Index for the purpose 
of determining whether or not they are properly included therein and 
to provide for instructions to be issued to the fie3^ to submit 
information in summary type reports suitable for distribution con- 
cerning these subjects. 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS; 

As you are aware, the Special Section of the Security Index 
contains the names of individuals who should be given special considera- 
tion as to the desirability of their apprehension in the event of 
hostilities. This Special Section is broken down into six categories 
as follows: 

''■:'■'' 'Espionage Subjects ■' '■■'J-*^> : v--'/'iL*^'-.y'- 

;- ;v .:-v' ■ Government Employees '"■'■■■•"'■■.'.'. ■.-.;' ■ ii>-~ ••. 

" Prominent Individuals :;"'; ' :; .y. ;:>.'-. 

Atomic Energy iinployees 
. . Foreign Government Saployees ■"..-*■;'■ v .^ -> 

United Nations Personnel 

There are over 200 names in the Special Section and sincj^ the ' ■' 
Bureau will be taking the responsibility for allowing these people 
to be at large after the start of hostilities while separate considera- 
tion is given to the desirability of apprehending them, the investigative 
files regarding these subjects should be examined now, for the purpvee 
of determining whether the national security might better be served 
• by including the names of various individuals now in the Special Section 
along with the others in the Security Index. 

Each Supervisor should review those cases of individuals * 
assigned to hiir who are now in the Special Section of the Security Index 
to determine if 1 hey are properly included therein. At the conclusion 
of the review, each case should be the subject of a memorandum which 
will indicate why the name should be deleted from the Special Section 
or why t*»* name should be continued in the Special Section. These 
memoranda will then oe correlated by Supervisor Whitson, Room, 1647, 
and a summary memorandum of recommendations will be prepared. 
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It will then be necessary for each Supervisor to whom any 
of the subjects now JLncluded in the Special Section of the Security 
Index are assigned to issue instructions to the Field for summary type 
reports concerning those subjects to be continued in the Special Section 
go that these reports will be readily available for dissemination in 
the event of an emergency. These instructions should also provide that 
periodic reports suitable for dissemination be submitted covering the 
activities of those subjects retained in the Special Section.. 

"With regard to those individuals who are to be deleted from 
the Special Section and placed in the Security Index for apprehension 
in the event of an emergency, each Supervisor, in reviewing his case 
files should determine whether reports now in the file are suitable 
for dissemination. If necessary, the Field should be instructed to 
prepare a summary type report suitable for dissemination on such 
subjects as are being placed in the regular Security Index. 

Factor s to Consider in Connection with Reviews 

With regard to all subjects now in the Special Section of 
the Security Index you should consider the following five factors in 

Am*£>fm*r*Ar>tr -mVi e+:h«f +.Vi«ir should ha rsrvrrhi mi«rf in +.h« Kn«r.i«l S«fitiriTi* 

— -■- «_,."» . - * 

1. Is the category in which they are placed supported by 
the facts of the case? 

2« Are any members of their households in the Security 
Index? If so, are they in the Special Section? 

3. Have we ever attempted to interview the subject 7 

4. Could we adequately cover the subject 9 * activities during 

the opening days of hostilities? 

5. With regard to the application of the Emergency Detention 
Act of 1950, do we have evidence of the following: 

A* Instructions or assignment in the Espionage, Counterespionage 
or Sabotage service or procedures of a foreign country, foreign political 
party or the Communist Party, USA* 

B« Any past acts of Espionage or Sabotage or participation 
in any attempt or conspiracy to commit Espionage or Sabotage. 

C. Holding of membership at any time iTfter January 1, }949 
in the Communist Party, USA or any other organization seeking the over- 
throw of the Government of the United States by force or violence. 
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Espionage subjects are in the Special Section becauae* 

1. Apprehfcnaion would destroy chancea of penetration and 
control of an operating Soviet Espionage parallel, or 

2. Apprehension would destroy known chances of penetration 
and control of a "sleeper" parallel. 

Additional considerations with regard to Espionage subjects 



are: 



1. Can we present the facts concerning the subject's Espionage 
activity to the Attorney General now? 

2. If subjeot is a member of the Communist Party, USA, or 
an official of a party front, are others in a comparable position in 
the Communist Party, USA, or front in his locality in the Security 

Index? _ '^ ...'.'.'. 

3. Do we have sufficient data exclusive of the subjects 
Espionage connections to hold the subject under the Detention Program? 

• 4. • Is the subject employed by a foreign government or empioyea 
by or accredited to an international organization? •-,,.,.; ; ; ...,;^.i . 

:■■■ Government employees are in the Special. Section because: 

1. The case is still' pending under the Loyalty Program, or 

2. The case has been determined in the subject's favor by 
the Loyalty Board. - *• ■•■•' 

Additional consideration bo be given' Government employees 
la the question of whether our investigation has developed additional 
evidence or pertinent information since the last referral to the 
Government Board. 

Also, in the case of Government employees, is there any logical 
objection to presenting the name of the Government employee, a^ this 
time, to the Attorney General for inclusion on his Master Warrant of 
• Arrest? 
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Prominent individuals are in the Special Section because, 

*->«,« * 1# *PP reh , ea8ion «ig^t be attended by considerable publicity 
tending to make a martyr of the subject, or e^Ax^ny 

' -« +v c 2. Apprehension might affect adversely other persona not 
on the Security Index who are necessary to the war effort. 

are as follow^ 011 * 1 COn8ideration8 ^'regard to prominent individuals 
individual? my ' 8pecificall y' i8 the subject considered a prominent 

-a~ i 1*^* the P er8on ^0* the subject's arrest might affect 
adversely still necessary to the war effort? 

«.. * \ Z \ ^1 elements need to be developed in order to make 
the case against the subject a strong case? 

*,w„„ «. 4 ; 4 *£*? COUld the 8ub J ect reasonably be expected to do 
during the first few days of hostilities that could injure the 
United States and th«»-w -~hr. — 3a - h * ^»« . - -njure ohe 
.„„^.^., .* ±i. *..:: ~* — ™^ tt ° * ae aureau, assuming he was not 
„„ ^^ W%AWOOW Ui> ^ji,, ueuenc ion Program? 

• 5. what is the reasonable chance of developing data sufficient 
hos^litiesT ° ng CaSe XU ^ fir8t fW day8 aftor the P ou!break of 

***<,. A ?° mi f En<!>rgy em P lo y ees ar « in the Special Section because 

tives S^Se^t 011 *"?* l be + cl ! ared With At ° miC Ener ^ Coamission representa- 
tives in order to avoid interference with Atomic Energy work. With 

ll^'t *5 ?* individuals * the following additional matters should 
do consider edt 

fv,. o „ ..4. 1, 4. 18 the 8ub ^ oct working for the Atomic' Energy Commission. 
for a contractor, or for a subcontractor? If so. where? nuax881on ' 

2. Does the subject have access to restricted material? 

.3. Does the subject have access to restricted areas? 

Foreign Government employees are in the Special Section 
because we can only apprehend those employed by Governments with which 
we are at war. Additional matters to be considered in connection with 
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this category are: 

1. Is the subject secretly serving the Soviets though in the 
employ of a nonsatellite nation which may bo friendly or neutral in 
the event of war? 

2. Does the subject have access to classified naterial which 
aig^t relate to the conduct of the war by the United States and its 
allies? 

* United Nations and international organization employees are 
in the Special Section by reason of the fact that they are employees of 
international organizations" regardless of their national origin, and 
notif ication must be given -to the Secretary of the United Nations 
regarding their detention. - _.-..■. 

In reviewing cases involving United Nations employees regardless 
of their national origin, you should consider the advisability of 
presenting their names «£ this time^ to the Attorney General for inclusion 
in his llaster Warrant of Arrest in order that he can take the necessary 
steps regarding notification to the Department of State and the United 
Nations in the event of emergency. 



ACTION : '•-"':•,,■ '■:;,. •-''■ ■'*'"' "V:-.- "V .-:' ■• . • >~1: A ;' : 

Memoranda regarding each of the subjects assigned to any 
Supervisor should be submitted no later than the close of business 
Wednesday, October 11, 1950.' The memoranda should contain a recommenda- 
tion to continue the individual subject in the Special Section or 
should contain a recommendation that he be removed from the Special 
Section and placed in the regular Security Indox. Each memorandum 
should show that consideration has been given to each of the items set 
forth in the preceding portion. of these instructions. 

Instructions to the field regarding summaries will be sent 
after the correlated summary is approved. 
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Office tAemorandum • united states government 




TO . DATE: September, lJO^ 

PROM ; 

sobject: 3:cr?jTij:iiD£ X - ^)z \<E<?_tk 

Purpose: 

To advise you of the increase in the Security Index fir 
" the week ending Friday, September 15 > 1950. 

Details t 

The Security Index count taken today reflects that we have 
a total of 12,51*2 cards; 81 cards were added this weeK,and three were 
cancelled making a total irwrea ie_o£JOj:or the week. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



FROM 



DATE: September lU*' 195& 



U 



SUBJECT: 3ECUHITY_ 



hides - ^>s titrfifiL 



) 



By SAC Letter No. U8, Series 1950, the field was given 
instructions concerning the operation of the Security Index un d ^ 
the new IEM procedure. In this letter instructions were set forth 
that no changes should be made on the face of the Security Index 
card without soecific authority from the Bureau. You will recall 
that vre vri.Il be making the pau oecurauy xuuex v-o.r^o ucio «*u-«-«o ^- 
"for the field and will similarly De naming an changes on pao caras. 
This provision is not intended to preclude the field from placing 
informal notations on the card in legible handwriting reflect- 
ing a change in address or other vital information wnen a form FD-122 
is submitted and oending a receipt from the Bureau of a corrected 
Security Index card. It is believed desirable that this be pointed 
out to the field. The new lianual of Instructions, Section 87, permits 
this procedure. 

Actions 

If you approve, the attached SAC Letter should be forwarded 
to the field. 



r _ 
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SAC, Ch ic?cQ.. 
Director, Fill 



O 



October 5, 1950 






S gfclJ J 'i II -A UTii K - u 

Your recommendations for tho preporaviion of security index card 3 
on the following subjects ore bein*: held in abcyv.nce ±.cnCxny, receipt of 
reports from /our office brinjins their nc f .ivities up to dr.ta. 
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index eard'^S^I^^^^^f^ *"* ■ ««1* 

in .**, S^SntS f^XIf ^^ ft r- 
in order ^;i,Vo tha rj/ja^^t of j^m-» V^ii" • P^arai but also 

electa iSySif "" " £Pedit8 *• preparatio » <* «*brt» « all 
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Office Memorandum •. united states government 

- DATE: September 28, 1950 



TO i 

FI.OM : 

V 

SUBJECT: -SECUKETX IKDEX - VITAL FACILITIES 



HJRPOSS \ 

To furnish to the Air Force the names of the individuals in 
the Security Index who are employed in vital facilities of interest to the 
Air Force. 

mOCGRDUND 

{ 

The Bureau has receive* an Informal inquiry through the Liaison 
Section from the Air Force inquiring whether or not it is possible^ supply 
them with the names of dangerous individuals employed in vital facilities 
of interest to the Air Force. This request is based on the summary of data 
which was furnished to the various intelligence agencies this past summer 
reflecting the total number of dangerous individuals employed in vital 
facilities throughout the United States. 

Based on the manner in which the vital facility data has been 
arranged on the Security Index, it is possible to readily compile lists of 
names of individuals employed in any given category in any given geographical 
location according to FBI Division offices and according to the agency 
interested. A list of the individuals employed in the facilities of interest 
to the Air Force has been prepared and is attached hereto. 

ACTION 

If you approve, the attached list should be directed to the 
Liaison Section for delivery to the Air Force. This list represents the 
names of the individuals who are employed in facilities of interest to the 
Air Force. 
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Office Memorandum • united s: , government 



TO : 

FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



date: September 13, 1950 
-/>■■ 



'SECURITY INDEX 



.*/ .„'' j'Jn* 




There is attached hereto a list of individuals appearing 
in the Security Index who are employed at facilities designated as 
vital facilities of interest to the Air Force, 



ACTION 



This should be forwarded to Mr, 



for his information. 



Attachment 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

T0 . Director, FBI date: IO/IOA'0 

O 

FROM T -" "~" SAC > San Juan 

/' ' STEdMTSHJTtON " " Confidential 



Re SAC Letter #61, 8/29/50. " ^ ' 

• vu* ~o,r r,^^ r t ^ tte San Juan Security Index who can- be clarssi- 
lieujji cnie ux oii~ u-t^^i-^ i. ^-■p^> •"■*■ "-^ ^'-^.-t^^-tic ■*■":!:.*:*" "• 

It nust be born in mind that although public opinion might support 
action against Corraunists it mi£ht not support similar action against ._ 

v£o i* not . Co-Tunist. Kis arrest must be thoroughly justified. lh*re 
Ts heater livelihood of violence from the Nationalists than fron the Oon- 
munists in the event of extensive arrests. 
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Memo to the Director 

L. SECURITY I1EDEX . 
**' SPECIAL SECTION 

X have alw* 1— "rT** ^^SSS^SEfLf £*- 
" » ££* .elSa^^T^ .«- Se^cUve Serv.ce AC 






£. 



14-1-7 



SAC, San Juan 

Directory F'JI 

SECURITY IV DEI 
SPECIAL S7.CTIC1I 
Dufilc 
Your file 



Novenber 8 3 1050 



Reurlet dated October 10 j 1950. 






v~, ir -rccc^.^cr.dztz cr. thzt the 7cc::rity Jr.dc~ 
f Gr - and other ^zerzbers of the Nationalist 

Pc.r^;.n of >-i'?rto 7ico bo ^Izcccl in the Special- Section of the 
Security Indez is declined* 
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Office AL^K&W* • UNITeJ'^^S GOVERNMENT 

D*TB: September 29, 1?^ 
TO t 



FROM : 



S0 B,ECT: ' KSSESL^^^t^ 



PURPOSE -ji • 

" To advise you of the total cards in the Security Index as of Frx- , 
day, September 29, 1950. ' . 

BACKG10U1JD 

Index. In the past weeK, *U new *,«. ^_ r 

^cancelled. This leaves a net total of 12,706. 
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Office Memorandiim 




Director, FBI 
•SAC, Cleveland 



SdOJiilTY IUDEX AHEA^IGESNT! 



- . ■ 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



if DATB: October 9, 1950 






^ 



The Bureau by SAC Letter #97, .Seriis- 19U9 , dated October 
19, 19ii9, indicated on page two thereof that it wi £L no longer be necessary 
+.n spnarato ? n ^ rna i. ,r it a .in bi* , ? 2 -^dc"'. r !!i- 2.C tc or^cini— c Lionel ~ f f i 11 ^.t ~. >~ r. or 
nationalistic tendency e.g. Coinnunist Party, Socialist 'workers Party, etc. 

•On August 15, 1950, a corrected page for Section 87, 
Security Investigations, namely page 33, was received which indicated 
that the Security Index Cards should be filed with a breakdown into Party 
Groups such as Coianranist Party, Socialist Workers Party, Workers Party 
and Splinter Groups. 

"While this section was not underscored as a recent change, 
this office desires to be advised as to whether or not these provisions, 
change those previously set forth in referenced letter #97 dated October 
19, 19U9. ----- - ■ .-• ■ ■ 
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M , . £ I /* • ■' ' Koveabr-r 1, 1950 

SAC, Cleveland r I 



Director, FBI 

SECHHlTt INDEX AERAMGE^EST 
Tour file 



Reurlet dated October 9, 1950. .* 

Section 87 of the ISinual obstructions has *« "^"i* 
the revised section iras forwarded to the field under date of Octooer 25, 
x ~ e „ I? .-!-> ™«-- ,.^«~~~+ e * the instructions set out xn 

snr fetter ;o. V7. 5eri«a 19*+r, ^ awu uCuuuui **» «■.>*♦•• "***"***^T"".*7^ 
to St 7 Jn==* as to organizational affiliation or nationalise 
tendency should no longer be maintained. 
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^Office MtTwrm government 

* f * V: DATB: 0ctoh ; e 7&)*,19^ 



TO 
FROM 



subject: . ' SECURITY INDEX COUNT 

It •■.•;■ s -»"/ c . i 

PURPOSE ; •■;' . / ,\,\u~. 

To advise you of the total cards in the Security 
Index as of Friday, October 13, 1950. 

DETAILS ; 

As of Friday, October 6, 1950, there were 12,312 
cards in the Security Index. In the past week 147 new cards 
have been added and 1 card was cancelled, a net increase in the 
past week of 146 cards* The Security Index count as of today 
' is 12,953. 
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Office AlefflOUfflduffl • united states government 

TO i DATE: 10-6-50 

"-••'■-■ y 

PROM : 

/»■ w w 

SUBJECT: 5ECT3RTTY INDEX £0uT(T 
PURPOSE 

J To advise you of the total cards in the Security Index as of Fri- 

J day, October 6, 1950. 

DETAILS 

As of Friday, September 29, there -were 12,706 cards in the Security 
Index. In the past ireek, 106 new cards have been added and there have been no 
cards cancelled. This leaves "a net total of 12, 812. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

jo , " MMetor f "rat- - , ' date: October 16, 1950 

reoM '^ 

SUBJECT: SECURITY INDEX PROJECT 

Reference telephone call betvreen Mr* ^J^S* B ^ S T 

d of this office on October 9, 1950 with regard 

„ v«4 ~->^ ■*», (TofHritr mi+. rpnorts on those Securitv Index 

. «fa* www w —. - „ ----- w - -_,,__ J. _*• T Ol. Q 



. _ .4.1--. 



cIs^fiT^c^thr^au; ^ ?or* letter during the latter part of 19U8 
and early part of 19U9, requested that those cases be brought up to date. 

Pursuant to Bureau instructions that a status letter be submitted 
weekly concerning this project, this is to advise that as of Friday, 
October 13. 1950, 2U8 of these cases were still pending in this office. 
It is noted, howevST that approximately 3$ or U0 reports had been f 

dictated during the week ending October 13* 1950. 
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ITU • UNITED S .„ T ._VlSKNMiiWi 



TO • : DIRECTOR, FBI ", - 

FROK^ 4 SAC, SA^RAKQISGQ ». 

SUBJECT: i'sECURIT? INDEX - SPECIAL SECTION 



DATE: io/19/50 



V 



Reference is made to SAC letter No. 61, Series 
19$0, dated August 29, 1950. 



Tne San rrtmciaco unite no» ^*w.*w— -v -**;--' 



that .the following are included in the Security Index-Special 
Section, subdivision United States Government employees. 



This is to advise that the following additional 
names are also included in the same category as above; 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO : 

FEOM x 

SUBJECT: 



TBE DI3ECT0R 

THE EXECUTIVES 9 CONFERENCE ^ .^ • vr:; ; 

SECURITY INVESTIGATIONS ^INTERVIEWS WITH 
SU3JSCTS AND /CANCELLATION OF SECURITY 
INDEX CARDS 



date: October 10 y 1$50/ 



On October 10, 1950, the Executives 9 Conference • 
consisting of Messrs. ^ ^ attendancer 

considered a vj xmosed SAC Latter in structing the field that jprUrr 
to cancellation^ J^ajui_S±ciJ^t^ Index cards, t/ie sugject^o/^trze 
card is ~o be v ' ----- ---• - ~* 



'tv i s'.se 



reason is 



, w ith vrior Bureau au thority , or -.a trouna 
i s frfijj^ ±he sub ject should-J Mti ha jnterv.iemsli 
individuals who are^s.ubjjec,bsf of Security Index cards 



From time to tin** *>.*** -^ - ~- r*>- r z/i~, " ^ l ,^„->.fc 

are removed from the^ Security Index, _ jte s e ub f t f actors such as death, 
removal to another country on a permanent basis, or a change in the 
activities of the subject as a result of which they are no longer 
considered potentially dangerous. Subjects are not removed from the 
Security Index unless a compelling reason exists. The Section ^ hie f 
of the Internal Security Section is required to pass on each individual 
case where a subject is removed from the Index. Any questionable case* . 
are taken up with the head of the Security JJivision. 

In view of Communist Party instructions that some members 
should divorce themselves from public affiliation with the Party, 
+ he sen nritn Division feels *j^j it would be desirable, as^aJurMex. 
restrTc^ivej^eajujj^.on -one removal of names from the Security Index, 
" to reci<i re ~zhc.t . in the absence of some compelling r e a sj)jLJ°-JiM. 
cblTzrarlTJ all siibjejst3_suc£ested_py _-Ghe field for ^gnce llation fro _m ^ 
iP^f-p^y fi.fjt 'ho interviewed. prio r to removal, fr om -chegjjAJix^ buca 
interviews'would be small numerically, m the past fp-ur weeks, 
only eleven subjects have been removed from the Security Index, it 
was felt that interviews with subjects who are recommended oy the jield 
for removal from the Security Index prior to such removal will accomplish 
the following: f _/" _.=■'. '^ 

(l) The i nterview will provide ad diti£T™i_ij}fS_rma±i&n^Q 
UL^urJlec_ij&o£ as to whether the subject should be removed from the 
tnc7iT~This is true, regardless of whether the subject lies or not 
during the interview, as the interviewing Agent will be able to secure 
infoAalion which can be checked out. In the event the subject rejuses 
to be interviewed or displays a continued attitude of cooperation with 
the Communist Party, he, ^6 f .course , would be continued m the Inde~. .... 






(S) Possibly s or.e of the** interviews r.GU ^ rauid zJj>Jlorizc±iqj}. _ 
value to thejS™g[Zrc^ 
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(3) Bearing m mind thai the field does not recor-epd 
cancellations unless good reason exists ther%T~ T. f.° 7. e .'? „ • 

<ur r„ + + o Tk - e * xecutiue s' Conference re co-tended that the attached 

cards creVo n !lTnV/ 9the ^ Uld thai *"^«*« of Security Z n el2 
+hl „ I oe interviewed or a satisfactory reason fumi-hed to 

the contrary prior to the cancellation of the card be di--Z*irt°*/ 
Bureau authority is required prior to the interview. ai - e ^ na ^- 

to the field.™* eVent y ° U ap ? rove > this le * is r »U1 be transmitted 
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Respectfully, 

For the Conference 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

_TO t < DATS: 10-20-^Q 

^ o • - • •:. 

. SUBJECT: SECURITY INDEX COUNT 

: PURPOSE ' ■ 

To advise yon of f>>^ total cards in the Security jlndcu; 
as of Friday, October 20," 1950. \j 

DETAILS 

As of Friday, October 13, there were 12,958 cards in the 
Security Index. In the past week, 64 new cards were added and 7 
cards were cancelled, a net increase in the past week of 57 card3» 
The Security Index count as of today is 13,015. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



FIOM t 



SUBJECT: 



DATE: September 28, 1950 



C 



HJRPCSE 



SECURITY INDEX CANCELLATIONS . 



A 



) 



To advise you of the number and distribution by field office 
of cancellations in the Security Index for the period June 15, 1950 to 
September 28, 1950. 

DETAILS ' : 

The Statistical Section is unable to furnish a breakdown of the number 
of cancellations in the Security Index by field office on a weekly basis for the 
past three months 1 period as no cancellation date appears on the cancellation 
cards in the Statistical Section© However the Statistical Section has furnished 
the total number of cancellations for the period frcm June 15, 1950 to September 
28, 1950, by field offices. June 15, 1950, is the date the Security Index was 
converted to the new IEM system. The total number of cancellations for that 
period is 25U« The breakdown by field office is as follows: 



Albany 


h 


*wHflTmnoH« 


1 


m.41 -j^n—v^ _ 




Boston 


5 


Kansas City 


2 


PhoerriT 


2 


Buffalo 


2 


Los Angeles 


85 


Pittsburgh 


2 


Butte 


3 


Msmphis 


1 


Portland 


h 


Chicago 


11 


Klami 


k 


Sto Louis 


2 


Cincinnati 


1 


Milwaukee 


6 


Salt Lake City 


5 


Cleveland 


3 


Minneapolis 


7 


San Frai Cisco 


13 


Dallas 


6 


New Haven 


3 


San Juan 


l 


Denver 


1 


New Orleans 


U 


Seattle 


28 


Detroit 


2 


New York 


20 


Springfield 


2 


Honolulu 


1 


Oklahoma City 


1 


ISashington 


2 


Houston 


1 


Omaha 


1 


Newark 


2 



Of possible interest in this matter, a review of the data gathered 
in preparation of the weekly memorandum to the Director to advise of the increase 
in the Security Index shows the following cancellations by week although the data 
does not show the offices in which the cancellations were made. 



week ending t 

August 25, 1950 
September 1, 1950 
September 8, 1950 
September 15, 1950 

September 22, 1950 



Cancellations 

13 

u 

3 
8 
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For your information, it is pointed out that Security Index cards 
may have "been cancelled during the pertinent period and since then the subjects 
name has again been placed in the Security Index on recommendation from the field. 
This would apply only to a few, if any, cases. If desired, files on subjects 
of cancelled cards centioned above can be reviewed to determine if the Security 
Index card has been reactivated* 

It is also to be noted that a part of the period covered by the 
above figures is for a time when membership in the CP was not of itself 
considered sufficient to Trarrant an 31 card. During that period many offices 
were reviewing their files to determine if the activities of subjects 
warranted continuance of SI cards based on instructions in effect at that 
tins covering justification of a card. This is particularly true of the 
Los Angeles Office. 

ACTION 

This is for your inf ormation© 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO i Director, 131 
FROM : SAC , Pittsbu rg 

suBjECT^ s-Cir.jgY i:;dv x - Vjbj^cts i:r 
!2£-i s^-al nrLusTry 'i:; THE 
•'Httsfjiigh Divisioin 



DATE: Oct. 6, 1950 




, Chief,. Internal 
• Security Unit, Security Division 

# 

This vdll confirm ay telephone conversation with you at 12:40 HI. 
October 5, 1950, • 

Bureau le^er to Albany dated Anril 17. IQ.^. cot fn>.+v *~~± *.♦ — ..-•> x. 

to the security index pro-ram in conjunction with the vital facilities program. 
The designation of those security index subjects employed in vital facilities 
was returned to the Bureau by ny letter dated April* 85, 1350, and it was 
shown therein that eleven security index subjects in this division were em- 
ployed in designated vital facilities. Of these eleven, the following "five 
individuals were employed in the steel industry: 

In addition to the above five, there are fifteen other security index subjects 
in this division who are employed in the steel industry or an industry having 
•a direct connection therewith; however, the particular installation was not 
desia^ated as a vital facility. These individuals are: 
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SAC, Pittsburgh 
Director, FBI 
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SECURITY INDEX - SUBJECTS IN 

iTHS STK-'-L INDUSTRY IN TH3 PITTSBURGH DIVISION 

... ; :i ., •: •> v / • - 

4 *$ Reurlet dated October 6, 19?0. 
^ According to Bureau records, the Secur ite^JCnd ex J? ard a £°p 

l l HlTTH W 'g^ ' y ;a i gi T I a#uga .jp > y i m .i dJi<Mr.t f"lfr indicate th-Qt each is employed in an 
industry apsoarinr; on "the Vital' Facilities List. The enployrcont of 
IttflKISMMAM^tM^ and^WlifcBJ* is Identified by Vital Facility Code 
NorKB^' ("steel, including iron ore supply, nickel, chrome, etc). 
Wi9S^I0i^aimemvlojment is identified by Ji t a 1 _ Facilit y Code No. MB 20 \ 
(armor plate and heavy forginss) and JVlMMirffiftfMi^ by \ 

No, K3 32 (strategic transportation). • 

It is requested that you advise as to whether your records ^ 
are in accord with the Bureau's in this matter. 
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B»rto__ 
Itlaant. 
Mohr 
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gTANBATO PCNM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

:^W: V -JV, e erector * - > ' daib: October 27,„iS^ 

SUBJECT: CJ SECURITY INDEX COUNT _ f 

PURPOSE -■•■ ' ; " 

^ J-o aduise you of the total cards in the Security Index, 
as of Friday, October 27, 1950. 

DETAILS ~ 

As of Friday, October 20, 1950, there were 13 , 015 ccrda ^ 
in the Security Index'. In the past week, 54 ne* cards were added 
and 8 cards lire cancelled, a net increase in the past week of 46 
lards, the Security Index count as of today is 13,061. 
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SUC, Hew York hoverfcer 1, 1S?0 ^ 

* - Director, F3I * 

, ' ° SECUKITYIE^SL Al^r, SECURITY IZIDZS CAPD'S 

<" ■ - • ■ ■' '■ . -'■ • 

TTnc?er the systen now In operation at tne ..nreau, 
field offices are seine furnished with two copies of security 
Index Cards nronared on the Uli Machine in ail ences yhere 
. >w ,. -T:-ir2* ere suhaitted recoiinerjhLnr a charge in. tne 
inicrnation on* Security Index Cards as veil is in cates vaere 
m pry , r f,-,^ r .-r^ r>crV:n tr> the - eenrity lr.de-::. it. r/.c.-.iuicr., a- 
'^ointe^ oiit under (A) in th-C Letter He. ^j.-eriec 19;C, 
? tec Julv P5, 1* 5C, eventually it is anaicipatea t^at all . 
existing Cards in the Field will he repls-ced hy Cards bcgo 
at the Lureau. 

Current instructions ^require field off iccs^to^place 
a descriotion in all instances "and a photc-fra^h uncre avar..-- 
"L±e on ie reverse sice or cacn rco^raniiicax c: re in ^^ . 
. ,; <R ^, r .,^. T --^- # <- -"i^d office has pointed cut that cci-siacr- ^ ( 

' able" clerical tine is consumed in retypinc descriptions end . T I 

\ replacing Bhotofranhs on either the anended or replacement - . 

SI" Cards -renared on the IHI hachine ana nas snrrested, in ! 

^^.t^r> J ci cr-vo clerical, ti~e, that the description aiiw._pi.ooO- j 

"i ^ranh he olaced on a card the sane size at the ^1 Care, i 

: . ahich card could he rectapicd to the security Icuex Cara , 

t,v rR ^— ded of rcnlrccncnt cards arc received in t,-e rxtlu. ;, 

It\:as sup rested that this netrod would renuire only one - 
• t--in~ of' the detention cs has teen the prccxice m ^_^ / 

pasY and vould better protect the photosrap vherc avail^a 
( In this connection the sane results uaula be ootamca u* 

! pestaollnr one or the anenaed or rcpiaccueno caras vec^x^. 

x fro- the -: uresu to the reorrrnhical card, nro^entiiL-a^-^ 

in 'the field office vhich vould eliLiinato tne -i»*<,y)Mn^ oi ^ne „ 
description and rcstaplinc of the phejt^ra-x.^on a scp^te- 
5 x.fi-.eard, 

^he~"ureau has been f onr rdinr wo conies of^t^ 
anended 61 Cards to the Field in order that ~I Cards cc^ Lc 
— ?rt-incd in a ncro usable or lc^IUe conciiuion, u.us 2 ., . -. 

* "elGin-tina written or typed. xhan-es on the hiela's al G^ras 
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Also, 1)7 sending emerged SI Cards to the Field, the cards Jre 
uniror-iiy r,rcnared as to for* and the inforoation contained 
on each SI* Card is the saie as that contained on the 
respective SI Card at the Bureau. 

Each SAC receiving a copy of this nenorandun is • 
reouested to ^rcmtly famish the Bureau with his opinion as 
to'^et^r t>s Evreau should continue to. prepare arier.dea. 
SI Cards ior the Field or vhether changes on &I Card- can 
be nore econonically handled, with less burden on the Field's 
c"*e-*ic~l <• + -££ ty -Tcl-:in^ written notations of cnanccs en 
SI Cards presently ziaintained in the Field as was previously 
done« 

If it is felt that the cards mentioned above 
should be prepared at the Eureau, your view is requested 
as to the nost convenient manner frcn the clerical ana 
administrative standpoint for af fixing the description ana 
photograph to the cards received* _..,>...■■ 

The problems mentioned above do not concern the 
"^p^-.rfiti™ o*<nri.r srenritr Ir/- : e:c C-rr's irVich will be 
-nreiared at the bureau at the tiiae the new. card is approved 
-for inclusion in the Security Index. 
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Office Memorandum • united stains government 



TO i 
FROM : 



Director, FBI 



DATE: November 6, 1950 



^ 



SAH T New York 



nC-> 



SUBJECT: £ SECURITY JIDgC PROJSCT ' 

' Re New York letter dated October 30, 1950. • ^ 

As of Friday, November 3, 1950, there were still pending in the 
wmr York Office lii8 cases on Security Index subjects, wmcn cases tne 
Bureau requested be brought up to date. In addition, between U0 and i>0 
' cases were dictated on between October 23, 1950 and Jovemoer 3, 1950. 



'■ ' J . .' ■ ' ■■ 

Office Memorandum . united states government 

TO . Director, FBI DATE: October l^l?*) 

Iffi^nau , SAC , Philadelphia' ~ ' 

SUBJECT: SECURITY INDEX AND 

-. . SECURITY INDEX CARDS t 

graphical index. Current instructions require Se ,t V the geo- 

rev^sSe'of ^ car^lrall ^ *^ ° f ttt '^S the 
Segrity -ex^cfS'l^^ 

Securitj index card i S a tii-consu^ng clerical Zl f^Phical 
_ conserve time, the Philadelphia Office desiSs to Sethe'f n1 ? r *° 

^suggestion on the handling of the ^^^t^g^ggg^^^ 

It is suggested that the Bureau authorize the rVUrina «f +k u * 

^ ' g^ap^cafSS IS ?his C Srd°l^ S i *" * "< 
.. description, would then be^d 1^^^^^^^^. 

_ • 

The saving of time would result when chan^.s =,.= ,™_ 
preparation by the Bureau of new Purity InSf caSs Z«^?™ g *"" - A 
. . practice, it is necessary to remove the photor^ Jacf ,T ^^^^1 
reverse side of the new geographical Security g "dex card and Vr. *° ' 

*o D having tni sgaplel^ontLuafly— ve^'f^^ggt^^, - 

t h e -t^h^x^Lfr^^ss.-s.^-sr^ * -t 

removing of the photLranh fr™ ^ J i! completely eliminate- the 

. and eliminate the retS of ™ e IJ^d^S^^ " 6eCUrity **« card 
{ card. ™ * tne ^eSSraption on tne reverse side,t>f-.tfa*. 

/ 









Director, FBI 
October h, 1950 
Page 2 



The Philadelphia Office estimates that an average of five changes 
a day are made on existing index cards, which would mean that five new 
Security Index cards would be received for these changes, and the time 
required in the handling of tnese cards would be materially lessened. 

The Bureau is; requested to advise if it will authorize -this proce- 
dure in the handling of tne geograpnical Security Index cards. 
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SiiC, Philadelphia 

Director. | F I ' I p ^^ ^ ^_ c/ 

^ECURIiT ' IBBEX A! D SEC ' ~RITY IiTBX CARDS 



November 1, 19?0 



n 



» w " The problem raised in referenced lienor andiim ref;ardin;; 

the tir.e-conrAminr: clerical operation in re typing descriptions 
and restapling P- otorrnphs on* the bach of SI Cards maintained 
in the eo:;r: phical section of the Security Index in cases of 
anended or replacement SI Csrds received from the Bureau is 
.presently being considered at the Bureau. 

For the tine being, it is cur^ested tint one of the 
copies of the tuo SI Cards received from the Bureau in ccr.es of 
anended or replacement cards he stapled on to the face of the 
SI Card maintained for the respective subject in your Security 
Index* This will eliminate the clerical tine necessary to 
retype the description and restaple the photocraph on to the 
Security Irdox C:rd. ■ 

In this connection, the question has also been raised 
as to the advisability of preparing end forwarding to field 
offices anended SI Cards where ferns FD-122 arc r.ubnitt.d 
reflecting a change of address or other pertinent information* 

The Bureau has been forwarding two copies of the . 
amended SI Cards to the Fr'eld in order that SI Cards can be 
maintained in a nore useble or legible condition, thus 
eliminating written or tyre^ changes on the Field's SI Csrds. 
Also, by sending amended SI Cards "to the Field, the cfrds are 
uniformly prepared as to form and the information contained 
on each SI Card is the same as that contained on the 
respective SI Card at the Bureau. 

The views of SAC's of larger field divisions have 
been requested on" the problem set out above c.nd your view ps vf 
requested as to the .advisability of the Bureau cor.tinv&n ' t?o 
furnish amended SI Cards to the Field, or vhether da;™ mi 
SI Cards cm be- more economically hsi idled, with less b2r?!:£ __ 

— on the Field's clerical staff, by : ;ahinr written : L '" ~ '"■ 

— SI Cards presently maintained in the Field ss was 

— done • 
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Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO : 

FROM : 
SUBJECT: 



O 



Director, FBI 

SAC, Pittsbur gh 

SSCUHITY^KIE^- SUBJECTS IN THE STEEL 
INDUSTRY^ THE PITTSBURGH DIVISION 



.>■»*-. 



DATE: 11-7-50 



Rebulet, 10-25-50, 

A review of the Pittsburgh Security Index Cards show that insofar as 
Security Index subjects and vital facilities are concerned the 
following situation exists as of 10-31-50, 

F^on, +-.M* review it was also noted that the following Security Index 
subjects are employed in a designated vital facility identified by a 
code number. 
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■Oflfo Memorandum • united states government 

V date: November 3, 195Q, 
TO : .■,.;;■■ ^ ■■< • - 

FROM : ^ ^ 

SUBJECT: '^^S^LDLISSEI COU^T 

v* — — 



To- advise you of the total car ds in the Securi tyjndex 
as of Friday, November ^3, 1950. 



DETAILS 



As of Friday, October 27, 1950, there were 13,061 cards 
in the Security Index. In the past week, ,92 new cards were added 
Ind 9 carls were Cancelled, a «e±Jn Q j,eas.e in the i^MJ^iL€. 
cardsZ — The Security Index count_as_of_tqd a U-^ s U*I*** v 
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Office Memorandum • united stat*. government 






TO s 

FROM t 
SUBJECT: 



THE DIRECTOR 
JOINT COMMITTEE 



DATE: 10-30-50, 



SAVINGS: None 
AWARD: None 



SUGGESTION NO. 51 6 
EMPLOYEE; *Bm*> 7EN 0FFICE 
(^SEC URITI INDEX - RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 

HEWERS PRESENT: 



.-..-•V 



t j7-?~/-i Qomt-ri.-bv cases make no 
smSESTION: That the Bureau ™ * a "£**"^„f "£00/ that the subject is 
*& — investigat "^f^/^ "cZLnist Party ana including 

^oy^ i ^or f t r n^J>^^ ^ 

vt*%. w«*yy ** - ■_ ,. / , / , w -, ml *,f Party should be on one 

present *%«*>"'{ .^^l^ ^/fft* a« W e«*io» *• *° 
Security Index *"*• ™%?J£ P °* B & ed in the Field 
reduce the investiga *>»•£"«« % s * We tfte »i«*«r 0/ 

ft . Bureau aoea not .*»« «^^»* b fLari"f >£,£% 
or evidence »h*eh ^»". .^f #it *fta* titi;M**S7a*i<ms 
int.rnnen* and, according!/, ** « /«£* * ough and co nplete. 
of Security Index subjects l"° u J; a .J 3e ? n f o r ^% i , on as to the 

^fr^^uS'Hcf^^ 

"~ of his citizenship status. 



t»t *p nnvMTTTEF «n«ST DERATION: Unanimously unfavorable. 
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•TW^Aito row* NO. 64 



Office lSA&fyiOTCl7ldu77l •; united states government 

DATE: AttgUSt 11, 1950 



TO z 


Director, FBI •.; 


Vrom j 


SAC, New Ha-wen *'.' " ^ ^;"" i " ^ r : ; 


SUBJECT: 


■SUGGESTION - 


'■'- • •' " 


SEs "SECURITY IIiTjEa - HECOIiaIEMjATIGwS FOR 




^^ • i t 




r o g f- ty p-inr L. 



* > 






There are being attached hereto the original and four copies of a j 

suggestion concerning the captioned natter, which has been made | 

by 
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. SUGGESTION - < . 

*REt SECURITY INDEX - RECOiaffiNDATIONS FCR 



Reference is respectfully made to SAC Letters Ko. 18 and 
Ho. $k> Series 1950, dated July 25, 1950 and August U, 1950, respectively, 
lberein the Bureau advised that it has been found necessary to broaden 
our standards to include in the Security Index the names of all individials 
who are present, active, participating members of the Communist Party or 
related groups, or who actively espouse the line of those groups, regardless 
of the individual's leadership in the Party, present employment or past 
activities. " 

It is believed that this is a sound policy and that maximum 
results should be obtained in the shortest period of time in view of the 
critical international situation. It is further believed that the implica- 
tion to be drawi from the referenced' SAC Letters is that eventually every 
present member of the Communist Party will be a Security Index subject. In 
the case of New Haven, at the present tine we have approximately 250 Security 
ladex subjects who are members of or adhere to the r.oF*H3«i«t Party 1 

According to reliable information available to this office, 
the total membership of the Communist Party in Connecticat at the present 
time is approximately 800. This means that as far as the New Eaven Office 
is concerned 550 additional persons will eventually be placed on the Security 
Index. At the present time this office has 35 Agents assigned to it, exclusive 
of the SAC and the ASAC. Two additional Agents have been assigned to this 
office but have not yet arrived. As of July 31, 1950, this office had a 
total of 290 security cases. Since July 31st, approximately eighty additional 
cases have been opened and it is anticipated that this figure will continue 
to rise. 

Under the present Bureau requirements it is necessary 
prior to receiving approval from the Eureau for a Security Index subject, to 
submit a report. The Bureau further requires that considerable information 
concerning background, CP membership, and activities, related activities 
and the like be obtained and reported. This means that considerable time 
mist be spent conducting investigation. As far as this office is concerned, 
if the deduction is correct that 550 additional persons may be placed on the 
Security Index in this office, considerable investigative time will be utilised 
in making these investigations. In 90£ of these cases the investigation will 
pertain to members who may be classified as routine and who, under previous 
Bureau policy, would not have been actively^ investigated. This, therefore, 
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present* an investigative problem for the New Haven Office and it ia - 

presumed that in larger offices the investigative problem will be that 1 

much greater. Since the main objective at the present time on the ^ 

part of the Bureau a? reflected in the referenced SAC Letters, is to j 

place on the Security Index as many of the present members of the CP, -^; 

regardless of their importance, as possible, it -*ould appear that a ^j 

considerable amount of the investigation which is presently required , 

hy the Bureau in these cases, could be obviated and circumvented. ] 

Our main objective should be to have proof of member- -.., -| 
ship in the CP or related groups. This in itself should be sufficient to 

warrant the approval of a Security Index Card and should obviate the <• 

necessity for submitting background information and miscellaneous infoxma- -j 

tion. Specifically what I have in mind is that in a considerable number j 

of cases which are being" opened and reopened by the New Haven Office, we \ 
lave received and continue to receive information from live paid informants 

concerning the membership and activity of individuals in the Communist ; | 

Party. This information in itself should be sufficient to warrant approval ; j 

of an SI Card* J 

It is, therefore, suggested that the Bureau consider 1 
revising its present requirements in security cases so that where proof 
of present membership is available no other investigation will be required 

except to ascertain tt» Subject's residence and employment, and obtain a ; 

description and photograph if possible. It is believed that this would J 
result in a considerable saving of investigative time and at the sane 
time would assist tte Eureau in getting on to the Security Index as quickly 
as possible the names of individuals who are knoroi to be present members 
of the Communist Party in a "routine" capacity* 
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Oj^ctf Memorandum • united states government 

TO : Director, FBI DATE: November 13, 1950 



FROM : SAC, New York 

n ~~ "^ 
SUBJECT: ^SECIRmj^ 21 AND SECURITY INDEX CARDS 



Rebulet ll/l/£0 captioned as above. 



In the interest of uniformity it is recommended that the Bureau continue 
.its present practice of preparing amended SI cards for the field. 

With respect to planing * Eject's description and ^;,ugr*ph on tne 
•reverse side of the geographical card, it U recommended that the , 

suggestion be followed which could permit the stapling of the new card ' 

received from the Bureau to the old card maintained in the security index. 
The two cards v/ould be attached back to back so that the face of the combined ' 
cards would contain the name and addresses and the reverse side of the 
combined cards the description and photograph. This would obviate the • ' 

typing of a description and photograph card. 1 

If the card is again revised^ this procedure cpn be repeated. i 
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Office ISAemoYc idwn • united st^.es government 

£S TO : Director, FBI DATE: Nov enber 13, 1?50 



FROM 



" ' +% 

SUBJECT: ^SECURITY INDHX PROJECT / ■ •* / 

Re New York letter dated November 6, 19f>0« 

/ : ■ .• - 1 " /', ** 

This is to advise that as of today, November 13, 1950, there arc 
still pending in the ?Iew York Office 12li cases on security index* subjects, 
which cases the Bureau requested be brought up to date. In addition there 
are about HO of fjipsp rasps unnn Txh-iob T»o.Tv>T»Hh.«s v>aTro Ka^Ti dictsted^ 

It is noted that the volune of closings in this category decreased 
during the past week. This -nas due to the fact that every agent on the 
section handling these cases vias for a period of several days assigned 
exclusively to covering leads in connection v/ith the shooting at Blair House. 
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Oj^ Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



to : Director, FBI 
^feROM : sac , J^lsvelaai^ 



SUBJECtTssciRITY ETDSX A*P SSCURtTI gllDSX CARDS 




t i 



: -" 



DATE: November 9, 1950 



y 



EeBulet dated 11-1-50. f J i ; * 

The reconmendation regarlinj an additional card bearing the <tescrip- 
tion and phot 03 raph of f..e Security Index subject *hich can be stapled 
to the Security Index cssd Is concurred in by this office. It as the 
o^ini^p «f this office tat the Bureau continue to furnish the field 

5~ " j„j <--. !»-. T~1«t ~<-J« Thi? nr.-.r-prh'TH Hiirmnates to a 

great extent the possibility of error and makes for uniformity. 

It is also the opinion cf this office that the suggestion made regard- 
ins the use of the geographical card which contains the description 
and photoorath on the reverse side be the card used to staple to the 
03« or amended Security Index card inasmuch as this greatly reduces 
the amount of clerical tine consumed in typing new descriptions and 
Attaching photographs to the cards* 

In this connection it is further suggested that the Bureau might desire 
>to f-Lve consideration to having the serial number and date of the com- 
munication which -as used to forrrard specimens of handwriting and photo- 
eraoh of t*e subject to the Bureau set forth under descriptive data. 
The reason for this suggestion is that generally the files on Security 
Index subjects are of several volumes and time is consumed searcning 
through The volumes for the pertinent communications. 
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STftMMMO FORM NO. •* 



Office JS/Lem0Van,duiTl • united statlo government 



TO : DATE: 11-20-50 

FROM : -^ 

SUBJECT: SECURITY INDEX COUNT 
PfTBPOW 



To advise you of the total cards in the Securi tjj__Ind^ez 
as of Jrida y r ..No vemb er 7 0. 1950 t 

DBTAIZS ~ .-.-.-..,■•. .;■-;;•: '"--, -^r^* - 

-As 0/ Friday, November 3, 1950, there were 13 1 144 _card_s_ 
inj&ie Security Index* In the past week, 65 new cards were added 
ajxd '7 cards were cancelled, a net increase in the past week of 58 
cards* The*Security Index count as of today is 13,202. 
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DATE: itow.bcr 6, 1950 






■ , . "* "1 !-.-•. r- • — ■„••"! }'•** *" ^■■'V »* t 



Rot-ulct Il-l-cO.'to Hot: i c r:r. 

£,!« c:r-* ..'■" 

As on clteiiir/::- to the ab -o. rroe^i- , ir. r... 3 c,u... l- ic 

, , .• ,:^ r : .v-v -, t . -. ■ ■ , ; ~ ■--.,-■' r. c,::Vwi:.'-3 to rrcr ; .ro ccrrec-oc ^«1« 

e^eilsblo, be -ols-csd on a card oi' si-i^'.r cisc as the u.I. 

- _i. ...-*.: -. -i',., o T „-•.--' Tf - "•: crrcc :.ro rrc- 
curu t.:.a ow^^,- -■- --- •-•• -• ~ - -.• -- - 

^^ r ^. : __.'_ .._, _;.-,.., f^r.].:. t'::' r c o co : -cr 1 ; cosily strplciCL 

to t^o cr,r:-: Cy.-::-,. . i ...-.*. •. •---- :■ — - - - «■•*- -■•---_ _ 
rolvr-ir-s oi' -.//o c-; -critic:-:, tr.d rcpiici:- x- p;:^03. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

• 'I .'•'"'■. DATE: November U, 1950 

a TO i Director, FBI 



' ^ft FBLOM ! -SAC, Ph iladelphia 

SUBJECT: 5EOJ_Rira_INra;X_ACT SSCuRITT INIEX CARDS 



Itebulet November 1, 1950? which requests the views of the ^delphia 
Vision as to the desirability of -nt^uing t£e.pre>ent ystem ^ 
whereby the Bureau prepares and send, back to tne "- e t, ' 
fords changed pursuant to the submission of the form .0-122. 

Tt is the feeling of the Philadelphia Division that the present system 
£es „ot%avr o le e rical time in the Field but actually requires the 
go^ity index Cards to be^handled by^more^lerks morels. J^the 
time of submission of tne t^i«, ■"•« ^ "'^"-J — -~ „ „-_..., _._ 
notation of the charge of address ana/or empxo^n. „u w« ^ -~- -^ 
the Field. Ctherrri.se, the card is inaccurate until the c™ 11 ^ "™ 
is received from the Bureau. On the receipt of the corrected SI Cards, 
*l m»fClrk's office must go through the process of searching and 
«»^r/wSh the file! Sere is then the additional handling and routing 
of S riupervi^rs^deks and ^ultimate handli^ by the clerks and 
agent who deal directly with the Security Index box. 

- Thp _ ot ^« s a ~d uniformity of the Security Index box which is achieved 
£v\£ct Cards I prepared at the Bureau tends to be offset by the many 
2^d a «SSVSS geographic breakdown. Tabs must be renewed on these 

-irli w°or k r :rsSi:ii^g: hi iny C e a rr°or £d ^^SLwU- 
^thf^relulnlhrpSar^n^the new card requires amplication^. 

of the entire process. 

Ln.nrdWelv Philadelphia suggests that except for the preparation of • 
Sftelf ^ cardsfthe syslm revert to the previous procedure .hereby 
corrections and changes are made in the Field. 
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Office Memorandum • united stat^ government 

TO i THB DIRECTOR DATE: September 29, 1950 

F10M I 

SUBJECT: ^^gCUBITX INDEX PRCCEDUBE 



/ 



PURPOSE 



•■£ To describe for you the procedure and standards followed fox 
the preparation of^Securit y Index cards. 

BACKGROUND AND DETAILS ' 

' . » > 

•^ I£ during the cour.se of a security investigation f&cts are developed 

indicatin g that the subject J.s_ potentially dangerous to_jthe internal security, 
it is incumbent upon""t he inves tigating_ Agent to submit ji_recjDinniendatipn_for the 
preparation, of a Security" Index ..card. Fr^fiLsdiiraily," the recommendation always 
arises from the Field in view of the fact that they possess in the first instance 
the data necessary for the preparation of the card. However, in__£ractice« the 
Supervisor at the Seat_of Government may u ran reviewing a case determi n e tha t 
it is arrappi'opriate one for inclusion jin _the_ Security Index program aiid_may 
^rerei ore instruct tne J ielfl to submit a recommendatio n for a card . 

Upon receipt of the recommendation at the Seat of Government, the 
substantive case is reviewed by the Supervisor to determine if a Security Index 
card is warranted. If the Supervisor determines that the case is clearly short 
of the standards for inclusion in the Index, he so advises. the Field and gives 
the reason why the Security Index card is declined. If the individual comes 
clearly within the standards for inclusion in the Index, the Supervisor authorizes 
the approval of a Security Index card and the Field is so advised. If the case 
is one of a questionable nature, it may be taken by the Supervisor to either 
the Section Chief or the Inspector in charge of the Division for final decision. 

Tfhile the standards for inclusion in the Index are not inflexible, 
certain individuals are as a general rule included if they fall within one or 
more of the following categories: i-* 

All members or affiliates of the Communist Party or similar Marxist 
revolutionary groups who have 

(1) years of experience in the organization 

(2) training, in special schools of the organization 

(3) been involved in espionage or intelligence networks 
(A) veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 

(5) veterans of OSS or other branches of the U. S. military forces 

(6) employees in public utilities, radio stations, communication 
and transportation industries 

/ 



%■ 



?d 



(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 
(13) 

(14) 



(15) 
(16) 



employees in basic or vital facilities 

individuals having access to explosive chemicals, weapons or ammunition 

organizers or officials of labor -unions 

employees of municipal, state or federal government agencies 

individuals employed in positions having espionage or sabotage 

potentials 

individuals -who have served as couriers or mail drops x 

individuals who have. served as strong-arm men in violent strikes, 

riots and demonstrations 

individuals who hola strategic positions in mass organizations 

or in activities where they control or handle mass educational 

media 

all Party officials .' ' ' 

all individuals who since the Korean situation have continued to 

adhere to the Communist Party line. 



These standards are adhered to very closely by all Supervisors 
handling these cases. All cas es in the Index can tod ay be jus tified_in 
accordance with these sT^nda'ras. In addition, the Index is kept currently 



4.7i 7TZT". 
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employment of all individuals in the Index. At the same time the case is re** 
viewed to determine if any additional action is warranted at that time. Of 
course, individuals designated key figures or top functionaries receive 
additional attention above and beyond that described above. 



ACTION 



None* Submitted for your information. 
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S^C, New York ' . „ ' ' ! 

fece^ber 11, 1950 

Director, F2I . CGW?ITE3Ti:.I ~ I 




ileurlet dated («ove-nber 14, 1950. 

Your letter calls the Bureau's attention tothe fact that 

au„nonty ris rr.-:r:tea to the >.a?# lork -race cy the Lite Irsc-ctcr 

S^ ne ? + t ° 7 U } lli "- e triS color card s ^ t;3jn in connection tilth tabbinr 
Security Index (,,rrs for lotccr and Cons-nb. You ^visPd- that t" 
.^rr xcr*c L -x;:a has ;.ccn usir.^ jluo cards for Cetcor. sublets a-d 
s.il-scn cares for C— mo sublets ar.d that as a rFsuU of ' th« svsten 

S"" n ^ cei v*V 2ti f, i2 -. i ' y tri " Luruau * ou are unaolr- to oner*!.* ™.«- 
^:" r ;' 1= 7 y,:t ~"- # Ai --v:™:; xt-o tn* ~ri-- ; t of the car~e orrsertlv 
being furnisndc tne field by the uireau is so li^ht as to oake it " 
impractical to use any ictal tabs on the cares. 

rith respect to the use of the blue cares for IeW. T and 
salmon cards for co^ab, it is not possiols for the Bureau to" 3 rwaw 
different coiorea c*rds on the ILL: equip^nt hctt in use. 

* 

T r! iJureaa -«ill Xurnish as soon as oossiole a cos-ipf —t 
of the new d Cards as you were *.<i vised in 3~C Ulter j; . <:* Series 
.1950 dated July 25, 1950. The Cards should barked for "et^and 
Consab vita too r.etal tabs as Previously instructed. A c.aeck v^a ^de 
at tne -urrru -no we i/,r:s no-.? ueinr ua-i appenr to be suff: cir-tlv 
heavy to handle the -r.etal tabs fla «d at the Uireau ^-cic.tiy 

1, ^ i' 1 ^ rc3 ' €ct to th ' 3 c lored cards you are rw us^rlLou 
shnyjfi — r> tr»«»e c-»rds for '-tco- ->•><{ o-s>b us<n- t^ ^Vi^- 3 
re C arcilssa of the color of tao cares. W you desire tl 7?rW«- red 
or blue pencil tne notations "EC" or "CS« appearing onltcc top Tenter 
of the cards, yon ny do so, *^ :■ ^.ir- n6er 

It is the Hur«3u"a ceuire that this problon S Vr^.^-.ith 
a ainir.ua aaiount of effort and it vrili not be necessar^inr S-iSi 
retype any of the cards no* in uce. If, hoover, it be co^s neck's ary 
for you to retype nny of the cards you no* have, you should use the 
w .ito care. 
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Office Memo*- ^ndutn • united s^- *es government 



to : Director, FBI DATE: November 20, 193>0 

from : . SAC, New York 

SUBJECT: ''--''SECURITY INDEX' PROJECT 

Re New York letter dated November 13, 1950. 

As of today, November 20, 1950, there were still pending in the 
«cw Ycri: Office 39 oaooo uli Secux-ioy Index subject, "wni.cn cases the 
Bureau requested be brought up to date. Of these 89 pending cases, pending 
reports have been submitted in 30 cases ♦ These pending reports complied \ 
"With the Bureau 1 s request that these cases be brought up to date. This 
leaves. a balance of 59 cases which have not yet been brought up to date 
by report. All of these remaining cases are receiving attention and 
reports will be submitted in the near future, 

• 
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^,thtral ttUtrrau of fttucsttgatfott 
United States ^Department at Justice 



San. Francisco 2- Calif ornia 

IN REPLY. PLEASE REFER TO . KOVCmbSr 1$ , 1 Q 50 

PiUE NO 



X 



•\ CONFIDENTIAL 

r 

Director, FBI 



I 



Re: SE_CU2ITr_riID2X AND 
SECURITI BID2X CARDS 



Dear Sir: 



ReBulet to New York City dated 11-1-50 which set forth 
suggestions concerning handling of \Security Index cards and requested 
recommendations from offices receiving copies of referenced Bureau 
letter. • 

Referenced letter suggested (one) that where the Bureau •• 
prepares new Security Index cards on its I3LI machine reflecting a change 
in the former Security Index card and these cards are forwarded to the 
field, that the photograph and description on the old card already in 
possession of the field be stapled to the -card containing the change a? 
received from the Bureau,- (two) that where changes are made in Security 
Index cards the Bureau not prepare the cards in the Bureau, but that the 
changes be noted on the existing cards in the field. 

This office recommends that the second suggestion above be 
adopted for the following reasons: 

Under the present sy3t3.11 whereby a FD-122 is forwarded to 
the Bureau containing a change in the residence, employment, status, etc. 
of a Security Index subject the FD-122 must be approved by the Supervisor 
and routed to a clerk who makes changes on the card in pencil, ink or 
by typewriter, whichever is the fastest and most economical, pendinp- 
receipt of the amended card from the Bureau. Upon receipt of * the amended 
card prepared at the Bureau on the IBM machine, the Suoervisor must initial 
the copyox the FD-122 for the file, or route it to the' agent, and route the 
Security Index cards to a clerk who then must take out the old Security 
Index card and add to the new one received from the Bureau the photograph 
.and description. 

/ 
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Director, FBI November 15, 1950 

Re: DSTCOl 



Further, it is pointed out that a considerable period of 
time elapses between the forwarding of the FD-122 to the Bureau and the . 
receipt of the amended Security Index cards in the field. Under the 
present ostein in order to have the most recent change in the status of 
the subject reflected in the field's Security Index cards, it is necessary 
that a toaooraiy notation be made on the card pending receipt of the new 
card from the Bureau. This is all that is required ana, as a matter of 
fact, it is believed that the preparation of cards donating changes m the 
status of a Security Index subject at the Bureau is unnecessary. It makes 
for additional work on the part of the supervisor and on the part of the 
clerk and can readily be eliminated without causing any hardship or loss 
of efficiency in the field. 

I therefore recommend that the Bureau terminate the practice 
of nreDarin? Securitv Index cards at the Seat of Government for transmittal 
* * ,_. _" . . j_ " 14 . ...v. «-.*„» o-v^ .-.1.-4.. .~ ~*» j-v,^ c ->«—-«-? +-~ T^^^r '-••■''b^cct 

nas cnan^ea, out; thai -one bureau continue to prepare occur! l^ Inue* ccuua 
at the Seat of Government where the subject is for thefirst time included 
in the Security Index. 

Very truly yours, 



P- 



SO -/O 



•TAMOAffO rO«M MO. •« 

Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATE. 11/8/^0 

to DIRECTOR, FBI 

(l^FROM -. SAC, SEATTLE 

subject: ^ SKOROT„IEnSX AND SECURITY INDEX CARDS 



T>_w.n p * -,-,/-. Am +~ w^ York, copy of nhich *as furnished Seattle. 

I thtok a card bearing the photograph and description of a Si 
sl * je ct cLd easily be stapled to th^a<* of ^^-^^hoCo- 
the Bureau, As the new. SI card is ^-Jiea, d This DroC edure 

St^STK^ tr^rr^^o^ d and re-copyin S 
toe physical description of the person on the nevr card. 



•llirTT - Hill IB J llll Ill ¥1 



So- /o 



November 20, 19:j° 
SAC, Seattle 



Director, F^T 



CONFIDENTIAL 



'security INDEX AND 

SKfiTWTTY INDEX CARDS 

Re-let dzted I'ovcxber I, I?5^ end your let dated 
November 8, 1950 . 

Re-let requested vour opinion ^Jo^thcr^e^reau 
should continue vo nrevare waenaea ^ccun^u +..<»»*. ..-. -~ „ - — 
fUlf, or viewer ckanres on secure, Jnowr °»™ ^X^'wl 
Zt^i^iii. hnrnied with less buraen on tne fiela s clerical 
ITarTbTialin, Written notations of changes on Security i«u« 
cards r^'fcnllv maintained in. the field as »as previously done. 

Vrlet of Uovenber 8, 1950, did not include your "jeus 
on this point, 'ran should immediately submit your vievs m this 
matter* * 



Office 'Memorandum TVunited states government 

■ j '' "") "■■'■'* "jf' : DATB: November 24., 1950 

\" ' ,,. , Director, FBI - A . .7\ 



I TO 



SDB lECT= < - SECimn INDEX CAFDS 




This is to advise that since the Bureau £-^f its m 
in the field. Examples ar, »- *."-- 






The Bureau is requested to advise if it desires that this office 
submit an FD-122 when discrepancies such as the ebove are noted. If such 
is the case, it will be necessary to write in on the FD-122 any changes 
relating to key figures inasmuch as that does not appear on FD-122, 
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SAC, Hewark 

Director, FBI 

.SECURITY INDEX CARDS 
Tour file ^ 
: <>-i VtBureau file 






Jir 



December 8, 1950 
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^v> Rcurlet November 24, 1950. 
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^' v The Bureau desires that form FD-122 be utilized 

by your office in ertch instance where a discrepancy 
; is noted on a Security Index card prepared by the Bureau, 

-:■• - Changes relating to key figures may be indicated 
on this form, as suggested in the last paragraph of 
referenced letter. . ,_. ^.. : v ,_,. .,.,^.. i; ;: V . y ,„• , ;,.v --y-^;>;-,>;. * > =-;' : >> ::■ 

Tou should, of course, exercise *ood .judgement in 
submitting fora FD-122 in connection with the addition 

:•■ of aliases. .-/-_.•■-■■■ :-—•••' •' , : ,:-- .. >■ v ... ::^:v- : ^^-^' - v ^- ,W^ : -:X- -^ 
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Office Isfemorandum • united states government 

dat«: November SO, I95O 
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TO : 












- 


FROM : 














SUBJECT: 


^SECURITY 


INDEX 


—■ 


'^ 


UZ 


rfrL 


PURPOSE 






. '•; 




. . * 



To furnish you information regarding the status of 
the Security Index. 

DETAILS r;i - 

There is attached a statistical analysis of the Security 
Index as of November 3, 195° • 

ACTION - ' ■■'■■' '"H- 

None. This is for your information. 
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vjjm iviemor&.aum . UNITED STATEc GOVERNMENT 

10 : Director, FBI 

date: NoTember 27, V?$Q 

FR ° M : Jfy SAC * H CTf York 

SUB J ECT: .SgCOaiTT INDEX FRQJgyp i, . r 

»\\ ~ - ■ 

Re Hew Tor* letter dated Hovenber 20, l?5o # 
be brmffiif. «~ 4.,. u^..- * -"**** «uojects, which case* tb» Bis-e^t: xz^i^l. 






• — - ■—««•• • ov^ucgbOU 






SO-// 



■TANOARO rO«M NO. «4 



I 



Office Memorandum 



IaJk 



TO 

ROM 
SUBJECT: 



DIRECTOR, FBI 

SAC, SEATTLE 

SECURITY. INDEX AND 
SECURITY" I^X CARDS 



UNITED STATES GOVIj 

date : November, -25, 15^0 
CONFIDENTIAL 



ReBulet ll/20/JO. 



Lz 



It is ny recordation that the Bureau continue to prepar e amended 
Security Index caVds for the field. In that my, ^ my be assured that the 
informtion you have and that that we have is identical. 



II I llll 



t 
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Office Memorandum • united 



STATES GOVERNMENT 
DATE: November 20, 195° 

FROM : '_\ ?-.:: t/£~f"f-L. 



TO : 

r 



subject: BMUMTZ. Xf^SUGGES^N^F MicHiQAN 

• % *" 

PURPOSE I 

m „ ^^..,-o^ „ou of the suooestion of SA ,„„,,,. 

.. '^niMflllce o> a duplicate set of Security maex 
reparoling maintenance oj u uu,m 
cards in event of an emergency. > ^ 

DETAILS 

+ *«» «f <M is attached. He suggested 

•. ...sua? »*i« ;r:.",vi."rs:,"/»:«^"" sro ' 

+**« matter has already been considered by 



ACTION 

the Training and Ins p 



*o* +hn+ this memorandum be forwarded to 
It is ^ ^ d c \\ t%\ v tunfor tkeir information. 



XM 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



To: 

From: 



Director, FBI 



EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 

two "November 2, 1950 
Date 



Field Office or Division __ Detroit 



.l-i -*.««««< «allv sneakine, Bureau Division. 



the Seat or uovertEno"* «<» — — 7 . . 

and economically speaking, Bureau Division. 



Or 



All Security Index cards £e miorophoto graphed and the film 
naintained in a safe place. 

-rw 4.^«« w ™«asure in case of atonic attack in which 

Its advantages are: Precautionary measure in case simalt aneously. 



It should save at least $ . annually. ^ ^ 

CO?r^3 DESTROYED ■ 

261 Fld 7 1353 (Signature of SUggestor) 

Counts and recordation of Supervisor, SAC, or^afeW* Mr-eto* 

TIT 



^9d 



^ I©r«b«r 2 # 1950 

Director, FBI 

• , , * Detroit 

That an extra copy of all Security Index cards maintained at 
the Seat of Government be nade and maintained at the safest, geographically 
and economically speaking. Bureau Division. 

Or 

All Security Index cards be miorophoto graphed and the film 
maintained in a safe place. * 

\ ~" Precautionary measure in case of atomic attaok in which 

rrent TTashinston and several other major cities may be struck simultaneously, 
thereby possibly isstroyin- all three copies of Security Index cards as now 
maintained, as well as the investigative files on the Subjects. 



E)JCst 
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r««MO FORM NO. •*< 



'Office Mstnorandum • unitel . 3 government 



-^ 



v) 



TO : 

FROM t 

SUBJECT: 

PURPOSE 



THE DIRECTOR 



DATS: November 24 r 195^ 



/' 



SECURITT_INDEX COVNT 



To advise yen of the tctzl card3 in the Security 
Index us of Friday , November 24, 1950 • 

DETAILS 

A3 of Friday, 'November 1? , 1950, there were 13,286 cards 
in the Security Index. In the past week 81 new cards were added 
and five cards were nnnn#i * ri } n net innrease in the past week of 
76 cards. 

The Security Index as Of today is 13,364. 



El I III II I 



1~Z 



TC 



'J JL. 



r, .• ,,. .- i- 



Ull • UNITED STi. ..:S GOVERNMENT 



DATE: ih-cfcr.icer 2 9 1??0 



--',- J 



in iniorr.c. 
Securit' r I 



■ i . , w ■-• J.'- 



--.:.>, tr> r -?c-icn c« 01 t;vr . r.-.-v.-j. c. „ 
T-i "i3 i^t f?rbh c_ncerni^ center, ts and appearance or 



T^-J, 



-r- ., v,-+-.i -•-:-, -r- -, t-'.* '- v n ~.-»ir.i-T 3 £ j d° of the Security index 
X"& is noted *.-... -r&j..i t-.--.-w, -./. __.<.* — _j.wa- »_ ~ • . ±. 

Card r-v- v "-- bi^i: c tailed for a description ci thi suoj— ■ 



.;L> u • 



-j-4- .» - .;-•-'• • --*-.'-•- —.*">-■?■ 4 r xr' jran "ilea c *.. , • * ce ^rv-.v'.- jo w-.- 

«^rL-tt«" Office ^tor.Dke'" an additional notation in the description 
""***. . •" ' - ^ '-.--^ ^--■ 1 .j- -...-* - •-.'.-•-;---:-"- '•"l.-c." V '"-C been rested 

Y^th the Identification Division, it -:;culd serve as a conveniens 
rofv-^., -^"to the f:a th.it this aation had been taken. It is 
>^^yVd\hat cv bc-ir.r allowed to aake tri~ notation on tho reverse 
side of the cr.rd considerable .tir.e c-uld be saved in xhe reviev/ • 
of "various Security Index subnets' files. 

•»» edd-sti-n, -*t TOuld also serve as a notice to other divisions 
w'^n off He <r" origin has been changed that such Security Flash 
notices had b:-en olaced with the Identification Division. 



rami 



TIT 
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-,.) 



3 



SAC 9 Charlotte 
Director, FBI 

SECURITY INDEX CARDS 
Your file 



January 10, 1951 



Reference la made to your letter dated 
December 2, 1950. Referenced letter contains a 
suggestion concerning the placing of a notice on 

thu -pavai«ra aIHa Of thA SAc.iinH.y TndfT r*.*y*A fiVinuin* 

that a Security Flash Notice has been posted with 
the Identification Division. 

This matter is receiving consideration at 
the Bureau and you will bo advised in the near future. 



TUTU 



101 



■j%/tr?X <rr,~» 



-*• ^.~~.-„ 



StANDAM) PBMM MX •« 



DIRECTOR, FBI 
SAC, NEST HAVEN 



DATE: J^y 31, 1950 



'^ Oj/zCtf Memorandum • united states government 

/ TO 

(J SUBJECT: ■ SUGGESTION - mZ HAVEN OFFICE 

OsEC:JFJTYIIl!^ srjiiJi:crs 



■U&INIAITIIw rHOTQ AL3IPJ IN 
RESIDEIIT AGEITCIE5 V (q £ A/ C f;ClL 



There are being attached herewith the original and four copies of 
a suggestion concerning the captioned matter, yrhich is being made 
by 



"T'lliirT 



TIT 
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Rio to graphs 



July 31, 1950 



suggestion - bet havp! office 
secuptty beli subjects 
mjuktaieito photo album in 

PSSHjE^ AGIT'-CI2S 

At the present tine, each office maintains a Security Index jrhich 
is broken down by geographical and alphabetical sections, rnotogi 
of Security Index subjects are maintained on the Security Incex card 
filed in the geographical section. T^is index is maintained m the 
headquarters cities. 

It has been the experience of the ITew Haven office that a considerable 
number of the 250 Security Index subjects in the state, of Connecticut 
reside in areas covered cj resident agencies- 
It is respectfully requested that tne bureau give consideration lo Uw 
following suggestion: 

It is suggested that the Bureau authorize the various offices to maintain 
in each R.JL. a 3x5 or 5x3 box (depending on the size of the photographs) 
which box would contain only photographs of 31 subjects residing within 
the area covered bv the R.A. T>ese phonographs woula oe icentifiea cr-y 
on the reverse side with the subject's name and description. There wculc 
be no indication on the photograph or in. the 3x5 box that the photographs 
contained there are photographs of SI subjects. 

The purpose of maintaining such a box would be two-fold. 

1. It would give each P..A. an opportunity daily to review the photographs 
of SI subjects within their territory and better enable the resiaent a^rius 
to recognize such subjects if they see them on the street, at public meet- 
ings, and the like, 

2. In the event of a sudden emergency, resident agents would have iznme- 
diately available photographs of SI subjects in their territory. 

These Photographs would be maintained with the same security as Bureau 
Manuals are afforded in the resident agencies. 



EnoI 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

T0 : THE DIRECTOR DATE: October 5, .1950, 

Wlom : THE EXECUTIVES' CONFERENCE .--•..-•: 

/ j SECURITY INDEX " (^ Bf/E fjt L ^ 



SUBJECT: 



At the Executives' Conference on October 3, 1950, 
consisting of JSessrs. ^ Conference 

'considered the ***ir-ahi1ity of authorizing, on a permissive 
basis the fieldToTfic ls to fu rnish resident agenjyie^jpiM 

ttfrr^isfdiic'rurthe event the Detcom Program is pu» m*o effe.. 



or 



upon short notice* - V...-* 

On July 15, 1950, by letter the Indianapolis Office suggested 
that background information, including a photograph, if ««*«««' 
leintiue to Security Index subjects residing m a resident agency 
Ireaoe sel forth ol a olcnfc /orm-and the fom ^^^r^^fit^ 
oZ to the expropriate resident agent for his °""«"f« ™ {"J^"" 
his function of detaining Security Index subjects, should the Detco... 

urogram o<? ^uw «n*vw cjj^^v . mt ^ .-- 

As a result of this letter, a survey was made of ten field 
divisions to ascertain whether this procedure was necessary ana 
desirable. Tne survey reflected thai some office,, particularly wher S , 
iUnunter of Security Index subjects in the resident agency area is - 
not larce can handle the project without such an aid. Two ojjices 
succesled \hct duplicate Security Index cards be maintained m xne 
resident cgTncy. ? Another office suggested that the ™for™zion in 
resident agencies be maintained on cards in an index card box. Ihe 
~£, i \ rVfiZ felt that the proposed form was unnecessary, as it 

adopted immediately* V^ 

The results o/ the auruey re/lected tfcat the field is divided 
,•* * + <> oninion as to t/ze necessity, but that certain ojfices, 
m its P in ] ^ h a p %l°:^\ n ff G ices y elt tha i the Indiarwolis suggestion 
particularly the larger ojjica> y j^" u,y ^ ±\,„+ „„ <?&r r P J r-tPT • 

S«q neressaru. In -view of this, it jo g* recQzne n ted thar, an SAC «e * tez 

k^k^f^se^rie^d^: ^ s±*S8i^o°»v?*2'/- i cJ'tV ! 

Tfoni tad ?S l V? ™ +L Security Ind *~- lyst >bh that he is scheduled 
the individual is on the Security j.na*~ xw u y nror . d[ , re 

ro- n-nreuension. r/ie letter aduises fhif pfl<i~$ha-c this procedure 
fo, apprehension. neressaru. inil^ if th\ procedure is ado 

is^-ODtional where it is jeiz necessary j ^.^ *j : U , +hn+ i+ i<* 
^he field office is to advise the Bureau-^ithin on} week that it is 



't ~ ■iihi ! r t '""iirriiri limn utt 



•J 



50^ 



UEMORANDWS FOR THE DIRECTOR 



j re commended -that -the^ propo sed 



Messrs, 

letter be sent to the field* The letter 13 attached* 
It was pointed out that resident agents presently , of a necessity, 
have material of all kinds charged out to them from Bureau files 
and the same security would apply to the proposed information 
as applies to the material they presently handle; that the forms 
containing the background information will bear no information 
reflecting an apprehension program or any mention of the Security 
Index list. 



Messrs* 

p rocedure. :±ju 




and 



ecommended a g ainst this 
felt that i t was not nece ssary and that 



we^jo ere di s tribu tino information to the resident aa encies _whi_ch 
there was no need to distribute , Mr, £S ^* f* fe 1^ t hat there was_ 
no r_g_ al need for this procedure and tha t, there was not the proper 
security in the resident agencies to handle this information. 



In the event you approve the majority recommendation 
above, the letter will be disseminated* 



Respectfully, 

For the Conference 



9 a^^iJLa^U^ 
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STANDARD FOKM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

to : * THE' DIRECTOR DATE: 10^25-50 

from : EXECUTIVES CONFERENCE 

SUBJECT: 



The Executives Conference on 10-23-5Q y with Messrs. 

present, considered the 
suggestion of the Los, Angeles Office that all files in Field 
Offices which relate to subjects of Security Index cards be - 
identified bv having a 3" x 5" card bearing the szampea nu„*uivn 
"Security Index" placed under the Acco fastener on top of vne /ne 
cover. In the event the Security Index card is cancelled, the card 
would be removed and placed in the 1-A envelope with a notation that 
it was being cancelled. 

The Executives Conference recommended, that this suggestion 
be submitted to a number of representative Field G ff} ce 3 s f or ^ 
observation before action was taken. There is attached hereto a 
letter to the Boston, New York, Chicago, San trancisco, Cleveland, 
San Antonio, Newark, Detroit and Miami Offices for this purpose. 



Respectfully, 

For the Conference 



eft- 



STANDARD FORM NO. 64 



V 



v ; 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO i THE DIRECTOR 

FROM s EXECUTIVES CONFERENCE 




SUBJECT: 3x5 CARD ON TOP OF FILE AS, FLAG 

INSECURITY INDEX CASES * • f% ' \ fi * 

-y^ " .t— ^— — &ryi- v-.' 

SAC ASH^, Los Angeles, suggested that a 3x5 car d__b&;. 
attached to the top of_a ll files on .. . s ecurity . Andex__su^Js.Qts_ as 
a flag. Mr* <fg&&L pointed out that this woulcT'be advantageous 
to clerical employees searching for these files, and would sj- y 
flag them to anyone as being important files. Ik 

RESULTS OF SURVEY /. 



? The Execu tives Confer ence on 10 /23/ 50 r ecommend ed^ajsurva-y 

VS ofjre^preseni^jiVe^ field offices to determine their opinion's relative 
< to thfs suggestion". SeVeWDfth^ offices surveyed, Newark, Chicago, 
& Detroit, San Francisco, Miami, New York and Cleveland, were opposed 

to the suggestion. San Antonio and Boston were in favor of the 
^ suggestion. Those in favor pointed out that this device would aid in 
v ^ destroying these files if necessary under the War Plans, and would 
assist supervisors and Agents in reviewing files. Those opposed 
\ pointed out that this card could easily be torn off in handling, the 

v suggestion would entail additional clerical work, ?ne logical place -vo 

obtain information relative to security index subjects is from the 
: <- Security Index File rather than from the investigative file since the 
Security Index files furnish a ready reference to the various file 
numbers. Files on security index subjects are readily identifiable / 
: "\v on quick review because of the presence of Form FD-122 or Form FD-15^ L f 
near the top of the file* 



EXECUTIVES CONFERENCE CONSIDERATION: 

The Executives Conference on 11/24/50, consisting of Messrs B 

u * 



ft 



, was unanim ously opposed, to the suggestion 
and recommended that SAC ' ~ be so advised. 

If you concur, an appropriate letter to SAC is attached. 

Respectfully, 
For the Conference 
/ 




' K-03X3dN! .<-< 3'W } 

Attachment ■d2^ y • * f\ ^ / ,' V 

_ FUlScidgh _ ^_ . „ .^^^^^^^ „ j, 
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i i Office NLemor. ndum • united sta-bs government 




TO \: DATE: H-22-50 

FROM : 

SUBJECT: 3X5 CARU ON TOP OF FIIE AS 
FLAG IN SECURITY INDEX CASES 

SUGGESTION: That 3X5 card be placed on top of fil<Tcover, under Acco 
fastener to afford ready recognition of files where S ecurity Index cards are 
authorized. (Los Angeles) ^^ULEJL 

SUH7EY 

Executives 1 Conference on 10-25-50 approved survey of 9 offices on suggestion, 

StK.tAKY OF RESULTS . ' • . ~ 

Opposing Suggestion: 

7 offices, (Newark, Chicago, Detroit, San Francisco, ISLaoi, New York City, 
and Cleveland) 

Favoring Suggestion; 

2 offices (San Antonio and Boston) 

Suggestion by 3oston 

' Boston suggests that additional information be added to the 3X5 cards to 

show that the subject is a Top Functionary or Key Figure. Further, that the 3 X 5 
card be placed on the top serial rather than on top of the file, this would protect 
the card. 

StT of ARY 0? 715-75 
Favoring Suggestio n 

" v.iil aid in destroying file if necessary under war plans. Will assist 

supervisors and agents in file reviews. (San Antonio) 

Opposing Suggestion 

~* Logical place to check would be Security Index File rather than the 

investigative file*. Card could be easily torn off in handling file. Suggestion would 
entail additional clerical work. (New York City) 

Files where Security index cards are authorized are readily identifiable on 
quick review because of the presence of form FD-122 or FD-152 near the top of the file. 
Employment and residence are checked every 6 months and are readily apparent in top 
serials. No useful our pose can be served in retaining 3X5 card after it has been 
removed from top of file. Suggestion would complicate administration of Security 
Index cases. (San Francisco) 

The Security Index file furnishes a ready reference to file numbers. Every 
file with a Security Index card approved contains form FD-122 which is prepared every 
6 months in verifying residence and employment. This form is easily noted within the 
file. (Detroit) 

- - - iriUTT T — I III ill! in 



SOS 



"Suggestion would require additional administrative duties, additional 
handling of files, and additional clerical, agent, and supervisory time. No difficulty 
being experienced in identifying files where Security Index cards are approved. (Chicago 

Suggested card w^uld be duplication of the functions of the Security 
Index card box. They would become detached in handling the file. It is easy to 
determine if Security Index card has been cancelled by looking at the 1-A 
envelope. (Newark) 

Files on Security Index subjects are very active and are reviewed periodically 
on tickler. The fact that the file is received on an administrative tickler is a 
flag to the supervisor that a Security Index card is involved. Further, cards on the 
outside of the fils would be torn off. Clerical time consumed in stamping the 
suggested card and placing it on the file is of doubtful value. (Cleveland) 

Suggestion is of no advantage to an office the size of Miami which has a 
total of 65 Security Index subjects. The Communist supervisor and Chief Clerk are 
both opposed to suggestion. (!&ami) 

RECOig.ENDft.TION 

That the results of this survey be made available to the Executives' 
Conference. 



Z 
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tK Office Is/iemoru.idiim • united states government 



to : Director, FBI 
/From : SAC, San Antral 



SUBJECT: 



date: October 30, 1950 



ReBulet 10-26-50 to Boston and other offices concerning the sugges- 
tion that a 3" x 5 n carcT be placed on top of the file cover to 
identify files in which security index cards have been authorized. 

While the matter is not much of a problem in a small office such 
as this, it_appears the suggestion would have particular merit in 



a large office and" 'would al z c„be .helpful :in.;a small office": This 
~w"C/"ulJ uo I*«iyf ul In' connection with Lne war pians ror destroying 
files in the event of necessity; it would materially assist the 
"supervisor in file reviews, and be a flag to agents who may have 
occasion to review this file and to whom the case is not assigned. 
I see no objectionable features to it and believe it would be a 
helpful and useful practice. 



7 -' 
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STAndmid rtmu NO. < 



Office Memom.Jum • united states government 



TO . Director, FBI 



FROM ';;. SAC, Boston^ 

.v — 

SUBJECT: 



DATE: November K, 1950 



Reference is made to Bireau letter dated October 26 1950, *hich 

K^f; - r T io rt^^^ - h to P 

of S Til °c^r S ^ e ^ r thf^o fastener to af/ord ready 
^ecJniUon of those files where -Secmdt^Index cards have been 
authorized. 

-vhiT- « uc h a card might he of sone assistance, other information 
^t J.S not be readily available in the file couic logically 

appe ar upon such * ™i^^° ^l^^l ^ 
racilit ! te_th ! __revx !:i Or / uch i a ri fxle. on It slto ^^ ^ ^^ 

of the file is a Top Functionary or /ev n^e, ir. ^--' 
having been designated a Security Inaex subjec. 

In connection with Security Index subjects, both are lu fc nly aesir-o-e 
in connection wiw ' whether handwriting, collate 

PhySalorskpticnTna photographs have been obtained is generally 
^readily available without , .collet* Review c > the Jil, 
occasioning considerable time to be spent in revie ^^ 

re^t^rav^nlecurffLr^icrily a PF ear on the 3- * 5" 



care 



i«--cvj 



, It is further suggested that in the event su* > 3« ^"f ™ 
, utilized, they be placed on top of the top serial ins ^ 

I rr^^^^^ f t ne%r^err ~ 



T 
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VtfJi'iK-.xi t r-i-n isi. L4 



(?--//:'C? /•■• /r .'?/-->' '^Al'r^ o UNITED STA,ES GOVERNMENT 



/ 



TO 



: Director, 



DATE: >i ve\-ibe-r 1, 3.950 



u 



*'>>•*' : wAC, Chicr-.-.o 



■/ 



SUBJECT:* 



/ 



Roforor-co is rnvie to dulet -cated October 2 6, HoO requesting 
my viev/3 :. s to a su—'estion xh.ot a 3 x 5 card be placed on top 
of the flic covor and under the --ceo fastener on files of sub- 
c"ri _ .v I: dox cords for ready rcco •-•-.-. o ticn of files 
•.: :~i"o r Ir_'i:: C'.\:*:"r: hao"c hoer, authorised, ~.'.y vio'-vs 



r.ects ?: 

on v.'di ch •■- "■ •.: :.r . 

v.'ore o.l s j ror ; 



. ceilativ-'i of tn-j Security Ir.de:; card the 3x5 card used for 
identification purports be cancelled and placed in the 1-A ex- 
hibit envelope. 

The Bureau is advised that I feel this procedure is un- 
ja££5£S5JTX« £^ch office at this tine maintains its Security 
Index cards in a manner which should allow a reaay check to 
determine if an iiv-ividual is the subject of a Security Index 
card. This office at the present tine has ovor SCO Security 
Index cards and there has never been a problem in connection 
•with the identification of a file which indicates that the sub- 
ject is a Security Inaex subject. 

If this suggestion is approved it would require additional ad- 
ministrative duties, additional handling of the files, which 
in turn "would tie up necessary clerical, agent and supervisory 
personnel to insure that the 3x5 cards are on each file of 
the Security Index card subjects and that they are removed when 
the Security Index card is cancelled. It is my belief that with 
the administrative burden already necessary to supervise the 
internal security matters and the Security Index, unless an 
additional procedure is absolutely n-tcpssary to effectively 
handle internal* security matters, sucn should not be adopted. 



TlUTT 



"in" 



V 






t ' ' * . v. 



jSi(7 # Baltimore November 29, 1DS0 

Director, mi - PERSONAL 'ATTRITION 

O TEn<Je.K 

- ±INTJRIfAL SECmrrri ACT 07~~$950 

( —J 

Bufile 

Re S?C Letter Ho. 71, Series of 1950, dated September 29, 
1050, which conc-rns preoarati.on of renorts on persons enplovrd 
in vital facilities. Reference is al3o riade to SAC Letter A r o. C2, 
Series of' 15I>0, dated Awn t SI, 19S0, wherein it is stated t-r.t 
it is the rureau's responsibility to /'urnish inforr..ii on concern- \ 

inn er.Dloyees in rital fncilitirsi +.n +.h*» %r- e rested zilnlli 'r;:.c c I 

agency. Thi3 3kouli be ~ornc in nine at all tines so that | 

security reports .zill be properly i<is3eninated. • 

It has been noted that the recent reports frnr, the 
Paltinore Office carrying the above caption do not indicate 
local dissemination by ycur office* 

It is sunrested that ttiis be called to i he attention 
cf ell s. gents working on seevrity ratters so th:i t they will 
disseminate future' reports in accordance tiith the above instruc- 
tions* 
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•IMNDAftO rONM NO. 64 



. Office IS/iefyiovc^idufyi • united stains government 

TO : Director, FBI date: November 14, 1950 

FROM £sfC, Miami 

SUBJECT-.- SECURITY INDEX MATTERS * 
SUGGESTION •"" " --'— -- 



ReBulet October 26, 1950, requesting comments concerning 
a suggestion which the Bureau received to the effect that a 3" x 5" 
card be placed on top of the file cover and under the Acco fastener 
of files in which Security Index cards have been authorized. 

other hand, judging from an office the size of Miami with a total of 
65 Security Index subjects, there seems to be no practical reason as 
to why the 3" x 5" card is needed"."" ~¥e have" borne in mind that a 
number of the Security Index files are in a closed status and that 
they 'are reopened semi-annually for the purpose of verifying addresses, 

I have discussed this matter with the Communist Supervisor 
and he does not feel that the 3" x 5" index card would serve any 
useful purpose insofar as he is concerned. I have discussed the 
matter with the Chief Clerk and she feels that this would add nothing 
to the efficiency of the Chief Clerk 1 s Office. I cannot personally 
see that in an office the size of Miami any benefit whatsoever would 
be gained by having the file so labeled. Not foreseeing any benefits, 
I respectfully offer ray "suggestion -chat I am opposed to the practice 
as being unnecessary. The same line of reasoning applies to the 
placing of the 3" x 5" card in the 1-A exhibit envelope of files where 
Security Index subject cards have been cancelled. 




VO<*-fg lH _ l9 



United States Department txi iJusiurr 
JUsZietal Surrau of fotucflttgattan 

NEW YCRK A NY 



IN RVLV. PUCASK RBFBR TO 
nut NO. 



CONFE 
i 

November Uk A 1950. 



Director, FBI, 



/O 



L- 



HEi SECURITY INDEX AND SECURITY INDEX CARD 



Dear Sir: 

Rebulet 10/26/$0 to Boston, cc New York, concerning the 
suggestion that a 3 x 5 card be placed on top of the file cover and under the 
ACCO fastener to afford ready recognition of those files in which Security 
Index Cards have been authorized, 

Thnft office has cnviRn +hi53 Tna+.-he-r r.nr»<H rifi-rnKl ft thnnplt arjd 

it is felt that the suggestion should not be placed into effect for the f ollow- 
ing reasons: -• " ' ■ ■ ; — "~ ^. ;ir - "J- 

If there is a desire to determine whether or not a Security 
^Endex card ^exists on a subject, -the logical place to check would be the 
Security Index file rather than the subject's case file as it would be a much 
quicker check. If the desire was to have the information re the existence 
of the Security Index card readily available at the time the file was reviewed 
in connection with tying in additional information, the work involved in main- 
taining the 3x5 card in the fashion suggested would not seem to justify the 
results obtained. A card of the type indicated could be easily torn off in 
connection with removing and returning the file to the jacket and one could 
never be sure if there was no Security index card merely because there was no 
3x5 card attached. Further it would seem that the existence or non existence 
of a Security Index card would rarely be the final determining factor of what 
action should be taken with a new piece of mail, but rather the extent of the 
subject's activity as is known at the time the file is reviewed. Therefore, 
bearing in mind that the institution of the system suggested would entail consider- 
able clerical work not only from the standpoint of initiating the project but also 
in keeping it up to date and the result therefrcm would be of questionable value, 
it is believed that the suggested plan should not be placed into effect. 

v Very truly yours, 



1^8 



•«-.**■• ■*<* f*r»^i--*' . ~r . ' .J.S^ ■ »"* *'"** ■*■''" -5^ 



! STANOATO FORM NO. «* 



fi , Office Memorandum • united states government 

';•.' H ' date: November 1, 1950 

to : Director, F3I ...._• .-- - _ ; _ 

"' ?k^ K0U : SAC, J)etr£ii^ - .. •■-- 

i" SUBJECT: 51CG33TI0H ' '^ 

: *e^t October 26 « f jesting -*- ^pS of 

' . . " ■ Sf e of t° ' me ^an^der the Acco^tener to afford 

;. ^^LnHi™, of those files in itoaroacurxu? +nd~ r — 

-• - '" have been authorized. ., 

j„4.i„„ tv,n+ t.his su^eestion be rejected... It 
dLs S no? appear that this procedure .is ™^ *s preLed 
lit ^n^fS Sioai^-Sside^and Lpio^nt. 

■ Sd^hTaF-Is-disco anted by the auount ot v,ork <.hich "ill oe 
•when necessary. 



w~t r - in 1 1 in hit II in ■ in 



?/2- 



SAC, BOSTOZ 
DIRECTOR* FBI 



10-2C-S0. 



: 'rae Bureau Has receive* ^Jr^u*?.™ Sec" %fte n er 

, card be placed or. top »< **« Vi* " «2ea *» "* ioh "«J>«y Xnde - 
' to effort rea-lv r»co?r.i„»o.i °-' "";*/ ^ Id 6e atosjed-^gcarttff 
cards Aaw bee.i ^i^r^ei. .« M = ^ "o r ^ thg 

l!^ H ™*«l e ?*?. A e <t f J% SXlUcts or. ^ Security _ 



reviei; of files ««**■/*£; "ration ftrtisr aro.^osM tftat, ».«.» 

Inie~ carte; are — -*. ""*-. J "v •> „-.*.'-• ■<■'•■> ?" - 5" cart' usee jo 

Vf ceU -^]^A r ^^^i^ccTleearJi Placec in the 2-4 crAifc: 



m 

inzex coruo urc .— ~~ - --"._/ v ,>. . «-■*.-■ -*■'"» .-" z i" care* t;wc« /or 

o^-icciic"t'.o.-! 3/ -~* 6cu. ' '*i~-*y 1 - 1 y'"$ r>iacec in the I--4 exhibit 
identification purposes be czncc+leca^ jjm<- 

envelope* "~ ^ " "~~ 

« + „ +**« s"^est;o.n } m*tft supporting facts, 
. are eMt r^y}^VoY.l'^^U orter *o rccc* ^ Bur.au o 
lloveziber 15, IDoO* - 



y 



"i" 



"TOT" 
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i. Office Memo: 



im • UNITED S', GOVERNMENT 



TO i Director, FBI 
PROM :^ SAC, San Francisco, 
SUBJECT: X < . ,. SECURITY INSEX 



DATE: 11-3-50 



3. X 5" card be placed on top of the .il e co v^t ^ sugse3 tion 

J of a file in *** . .^^^^ ^a S^ty Index card that such 
*??£ St ;S thTl-A exhibit envelope. 

„*. office sees no useful g^f* ^J^S^V. ■ 
such a card. The files in _ f^y If ex ^^re is either a For* FIV122 

brief nerusal of the file it-ell since ge..era~y_ ^,idetice of 

„ "J. SLiCI. ™v the too or the file, me e^^.--.- -- : - : -_,„._ 4+ •< 



Index subject. 



Wi th r-«rd to the second suggestion, this office e* cone*. «f 
flitn r-o-ru ^ ~ 011 ld serve to retain such a card in tne i-a 

no useful purpose wnatsoev «r -.t "° u £ ^f^ ha3 been cance lled. The placing 

ofSch aTiJVtS 1-1 eSpl SS be-a useless administrative ste P . 

It is believedthat either or^ o^the = ^.s- 
/merely complicate the aaministratioa of ^e ^cu^i* an 
f effecting any great benefit. 
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A - Office lAemorctiidum • united states government 



<* 



to>,, : BISECTOR, TBI * ^ ; '■;• .;. ...";■ DATE: November 3, 1950 



pkoM j SAC, NEJPS^ /O 

SUBJECT: SUGGESTION RE SECURITY INDEX SUBJECT 



rtebuleb to oosUm 10/ 26/ %0 i-cleioiiis lu a stkggtsotlor* vnS.« s. ^>» cc*s* 
be placed on top of the file cover and under the acco fastener to afford ready 
recognition of these files in which SI cards have been authorized. . , 

It is my opinion that the suggestion described will not serve any ^ 
advantage and may cause a considerable amount of clerical work. In this office, 
it is possible to check whether or not an individual is an SI subject by examining 
the SI card box which is maintained in the Security Squad office. It is believed 
that the additional card suggested would merely be a duplication and, for that . 
reason, is unnecessary. It is also very probable that these cards would become '• 
detached in handling. - ^,- T^ /-.>> 

Similarly, the suggestion mentioned ^secondly doe s not appear to offer 
any particular usefulness inasmuch as it is possible to determine if the SI card 
/ has been cancelled by checking the 1A jackets. 



. *- *■- 
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Office IS/iemoTundum • united states government 

TO : ' Diractor, F3I DATE: November 9, 1950 



STANDARD FORM HO. *» 



^ 



r 



o M : SAC, Detroit 

(J) — " ~* 

SUBJECT: SiCCTTY ZZiSZ. A!ID 23CUPJTY INDE2 CA3DS ?j 

Re Bureau letter, November 1, 1950 in which opinions were requested 
"as to whether the Bureau should continue to prepare amended SI cards. 

The view of this office is that the Bureau should continue to pre- 
pare the amended cards. The reason: in this office the Index now consists of 
four different tyoes of cards. One is the recently adopted IBM card. The 
second and third" are earlier approaches to the first and are similar to the 
I3H card in that the face of the cards contains room for residence and employ- 
ment changes while the reverse side is used for photograph and description. 
The fourth tyoe card, however, used here (and originally designed by this 
office) contains all pertinent information including descriptive data on its 
face. The reverse side has been used only for the stapling of a photograph. 
This fourth type of card Is so set up that there a.s no room lor c^-nges 
residence and employment on its race, rrevicus correspondence had iiislxauUd 
Detroit not to make a project of revising this original card but to substitute 
the newer type as residence and employment changes were made. 

"^Accordingly it will be seen that if the Bureau were to stop pre- - 
paring amended cards Detroit would in the majority of cases be required to^ 
retype anv changed cards since the preponderance of those now in the Detroit 
file do not lend themselves to written changes. Hence it is desired, at least 
until a much greater proportion of the "original type" SI cards have been 
replaced by the IB: f . type, that the present system remain in force. 

Turning to the problem of convenience and time saving methods in 
affixing SI photographs and descriptions to changed SI cards, it is suggested: 

1. In cases where an r>M card has not previously been received 
from the Bureau, the field office shall type the description of Subject and m 
staple photograph of Subject onto the reverse side of the IBM card as has pre- 
viously been done by each field office. 

2. In cases where an IBM card has previously been received and is 
in file, upon receipt of th« new 13!.: card, tho-olrf* card in-tbo -geographic / S~ J 
section will be m-rely turned around and stapi~a* t6' tne new geographic section 
IBM card so that the photograph and description of the Subject will show. 

This would servo the purpose of preparing-" a' separate 5" X 8" card 
and the procedure could be followed through three or four changes, or until *-.e 

cards bec-r::e oulkv ;s.t which tir.--* those previously attached could be uncta/L-.v. 
and destroyed with i\:~ wicopti^n of one old card which ;.ould bj i«-ft attached. 



3/5" C^&^-frtJ^ yfc 
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STAMOMtO KM* HO. M 



Office Me,... :.,Jtm ■ o NITED government 

to_ : Wxector, FBI DATB = **«** 9, 1950 

\1jrom : SAC, Cleveland 



SUBJECT: 



ReBulst dated 10-26-50 regarding the placing of a 3 x 5 card on 
top of the file cover and under the Acco fastener on the files in 
ifaich Security Index cards have been authorized. 

This office is opposed to the suggestion for the following reasons i 

> " — <D 

(1) Files on Security^Index subjects are the most active 
w-%^- .»,- *ti- ,»W4~^ «*■.""' fl n «-p +v,om tcVisai-.Vi(3'r q insert of npeiij have 
adrninistrative'ticklers which cause them to be brought to the ap- 
propriate desk at periodic intervals. The fact that the file is re- 
ceived on the desk with the administrative tickler is an immediate 
flag that the subject of that file is on the Security Index list. 

(2) Cards or other material which are attached to the out- 
side of the file cover are easily torn off yhen a file is active and 
frequently handled. This is evidenced by the number of damaged dic- 
tation slips that are noticed from past experience. 

(3) The present Bureau procedure -wherein the Bureau by let- 
ter grants authority to cancel an SI card is adequate without placing 
an additional 3 x $ card stamped merely "Security Index" in the 1A 
jacket which, after it is filed in the 1A jacket, can serve no useful 
purpose. \-. 

Ihe clerical time consumed in stamping 3x5 cards "Security Index," 
placing them on the file under the Acco fastener, maintaining them 
in good condition and as the file grows into extra volumes placing 
them on the new volumes, removing and placing the cards in the 1A ex- 
hibit envelope after they no longer serve their purpose on the front 
of the jacket, and then serialising then and endorsing the 1A jacket 
outweighs, in my opinion, the doubtful value of any such card.- 
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Office lAcm^andum • united states government 

TO : DISGOT.-t, r3I DATE: Novdiber 17, 1950 



FROM Q(7 <Tu: BOiTC'j 

it ' ■-'•-■■ 

subjects i.-j J £2\p\iTi i:.'-e:c and secupit? index caiujS 



.» 



ReBulet dated November 1, 1950. 

;lthou-h the ne.-. system of preparing amended or replacement Security 
index Cara^ at the bureau ana lurr.ishir.^ L.-er. to tae ;«ie±d insures 
a uniformity reueea the S.I. Cares maintained in the iield anc 
those on ilia at the Eui-eau, it is felt that, in the case or amended 
Security Index Cards where a change of auaress has been reported to 
the Bureau, tne same result could be achieved by having the i-leid 
Bake the change on its cares ana at the same time notify the Bureau 
of the change. This would mahe it unnecessary for the Eureau to 
prepare a nev: Security Incc-x Card for each charge in the data ap- 
pearing thereon, particularly in those instances where the cnange ^ 
in cata consists of only some minor change and whereby under .thiy.y ; -:> 
present system the Bureau prepares ar.u sends to the. ~i^u^ct:.:aietely 
new cards-. 

The present system necessitates a subsLauliai iu^-cc^c iu the amount 
of clerical time which must bs \issd in removin b the photograph, de- 
scription and office file number frcm the ola earns and affixing them 
to the nev; cards every tim= suci a cnange takes place. It is felt 
that a saving in time in cleric .il work could be achieved for both 
tile bureau and the r'ieid if the Bureau continued to prepare the 
original new Security index Carls but thereafter, in recording minor 
changes in the data thereon, place responsibility on the lield to 
make the changes on its cards and toe J lately notify the Bureau of 
the change. Under this system, the cards maintained m the riela 
Office woulo, at the same time, be more up to date than they are 
under the present system, whereby the riela awaits new cares from 
the Eureau to reflect the change. I^1^^otj»a.in_thi5_respect that 
present Bureau regulation:! prohibit the placing of temporary nota- 
ticiis~on"tn¥" face of the Security Ir.aex Cards ana that this ^rohi- 
dTO^H' would'^ronibiL" uw temoc-ary. notation of a cri ? n e of auaress 
be^ein' tae "-^T^e of ,.aure^ is rec^v-.in tad, >ieia 
ananhe" liu.e'u.ui: :ae'n.;; cards' r>..-.' £.V.!«r Cfta' i:>A:.-j cc^are« • 
or other cata are received^ frj^'lr.-f rairoau 

«ith reference to the su^esticn receivea^y n'e bureau from a 
rrie'd effice that the description and photograph should be placed 
on a care the su:ce si.e ar tae LPCurity .auex Cam, amch caro 
couia be re-s^ied'to the security index Card *ner; amenoeu'OF 
rep.larej.aiii ca.^s are received in the rieid, thereby re-jUi.ri.nt, only 
one typin: of trie description, it is acaowiea,^ tuau such a 

/ 
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SECURITY 1:7017. LID 



November 17, 1950 



•*^v- 



practice wouia rr. ; Ir:e it unnecessary to retype the description every 
time nsvr cares are received and v;ouic better protect the photograph, 
where available, it is i'eit inat such a f^-stc::- woula be considerably 
mere .-.■or /.able ar.a ei'i'icient t.^a v.cr.ia the re-st^.plin^ or c::e of the 
ansndea or replacement cards received iron the Bureau to the geo- 
graphic-! cai'a previously z;aintainea in the r'ieia Cffice, inaccuch 
as cany Security Inuex Cares are extremely active in reflecting 
changes ci' address ana other data and v;ouia, accordingly, require a 
consicerabie amount of re-stapling ana unstapling cf old cards, 
•which v.'culd detract fro;?, a neat appearance of the cards ana provide 
a possible lie Id for clerical error. 
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Office Mmoruadum • dotted states government 

date: December 1, 1950/ 

SUBJECT: U SECURITY INDE f COUNT 

PURPOSE «- 

To cdvise you of tke total cards in tne Security Inde*- 
= . f Friday. December 1, ±*50. 

DETAILS. 

»..,, 9A -there were 13.364 cards m 
A3 of Friday, '™ mb ' r *%£*$& „J» c^FdTmere added 

» rclrlt^TcanciuTd: ?$£&& * *• *»* "*-* 

121 cards • .' 

. „ z The Security Index as of today is 13,485. 
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Director, cxl 

. 




C';Nl*IDi:!rri'L 



recexber 8, 1950 



Jurist October 23, 1950. 

Referenced letter lists tha lolloping; under the caption 






..-:; -loyc*; ■"; 



urver li . 3."ionr».'5 



•■'jreau :.lrs iril to reflect that yea have sn'errdtted to the 
-•rnn^ :,ny7.rJ -rr-licr: v.v5c;i *culd ^etity ol^cir- under the 



-~r.-Ic7scs -iTiC trie? . ure^'i :":tl'S do no' 



G:.o^ vv^.t :.s li-.s o^cr l,ecn invssiif/itttd as an applicant under the 
'to-ic - ncr^y "ct. 






shows th~:t vo*jr o:.f'c! 



ns 



"vact-vi 



c> ic-5:'-50 to determine his present s^loyner.t, 



request- — i?v J ?~ ui.-ir ^.^ 

-Is ossccinlcs ?.na nativities cinee tiie d«ite of ?c-ir lsst recort, 
re-*arvilv:?3 ci* Ms pr.ier.t c-ltco of ec.ploynscnt. I'o inior-sution h.as 
seen received s.'orrin^ his rrcsent er.pl oyir.6nt, 

For your in. ferret ion the Jureau tes - fi'ed in the 

Regular lection of ti;3 ^eccrity Index and in the Special Section 

of "the security Index ur.rier Government Employers. 

Char.ras in t!ve filinr of these cnrd3 should not be Trade by 
your office without --dvisin?: the b;ireau of the crnnre snd tne reasons 
t.ercfor. 
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Office Memc/andtm -united suites government 

date: December h$ 1950 
to : Director, FBI ... 

■ ■• ■ ' .i 

from j^SACjJfegj rpr tt. * -..--: 

SUBJECT: SECUOTLSSa. FR0JECT i • "' 



^ He New. lark letter dated November 27, 19*0. J, - ' 

As or ,***« j, g^ S^jSffcS? Se^e^Sted 
Office 71 cases on Security Index suDjec^, mum^u. 

be brought up to date. 
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SAC, New Tork 
Director, FBI 

SECURITY i:,C£X PROJECT 
Bureau file 



December 15, 1950 



By letter dated November 20, 1950, you advised 
that you had #9 pendinr cases remaining en the Security 
Index Project, but that only 59 cases remain which had 
not been brought un to date by a report. In your 
letters elated November 27, 1950 and December 4, 1950, 
you furnished the number of pending cases, but failed 
to furnish the number of cases en which current reports 
had not b'.en submitted. The Bureau wishes to be advised 
as to the number of cases remaining which have not been 
brought up to date by reports. 

In the future you should inclu: 5 this in your 
weekly letter until the project is completed. You 
should consider this project completed when the 
remainder of the cases have^been brought up to date 
by reports. 



T 
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STANDARD PO«M NO. W 

;■ Oj^w Memorandum • united states povernment 

T0 : Director, FBI ,/ ' . date: December 11, 1950 

( \ from :^a^,JIe^crK_ ^ 

,7 'SUBJECT: SECU7.ITY EHEX PROJECT ■ " • ' ■ 

n~ tt^ v^v ipf.t.M* to the Bureau December U, 1950. 

io „<• neccnb- 11, 1950, there were still pendins in the Hew York 
omce 61 case^ on°S cuxit/ln^* sheets, *** cases the B^au guested 
£e bro^ht up to date. It sh ould be nc , e , »-. «£ "chW^t 
. ^Tb^ftS °to date! ^se^rec^ attention and reports 111 
be submitted as scon as possiDle. 
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-—"""*-" j " M TTXTT TPD STATES GOVERNMENT 

Office Memorandum • u^o «* ^ 



TO 

PROM : 



PROM : 

) ^^ ., *. total oar*. «» *f *•""«'. **** 

To ^vise you 0/ g. 
„ o/ Friday, Decemier 8, 



in the Se 
' and 6 card 




cards. f tod ay is 13,562. 

Th e Security Index count of 
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•TANDAMO FORM NO. M 



Office Memorandum • united states o overnment 

< r- • .. ' ■ . •' " 

TO : Director, FBI * : - - ' -^ DATE: December 7, 1950 

^ROM : SAC> Newark 

A / ■ 

SUBJECT: " SECURITY INDEX AND SECURITY INDEX CARDS 

Rebulet to New York, ll/l/50. 

In discussing this matter with clerical employees handling the * 
Security Index Cards, I find that there is no real hardship found in the 

administration of* the Seeuritv TivJp-r fiprri« >w «^+.v>«t» +>io Twaaary+ errro+^m 

- «• —..-_.-_ 4 . _ - — __. - —^ — • — 

or the suggested system of stapling one of the ammended IBM cards to the 
geographical card. The problem is not acute at Newark at this time. 

It is my opinion that the suggested process of stapling the 
ammended IEM cards to the geographical security index cards would be 
the most efficient from an economic as well as a clerical viewpoint. 

However, it is also my opinion that the process of stapling 
the cards or of retyping the descriptions should be left to the 
discretion of the individual office. 

In Newark's particular case, the stapling would increase the 
number of Security Index Cards to the extent that it would require an 
additional file box to maintain them. whereas to dats ths retyping cf 
descriptions and restapling of photographs has not caused any undue 
delay in keeping them current. 
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! Office Memorandum . united sta.es government 

J DATE: 12/7/50 

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI 

rjj prom' ^t^-swriwijcisca 
' ■ it' ~~~ 

SUBJECT: SECURITY INDEX _ 

„= ««• Security Index cards on the 
In connection 1th the »^f^ Sfadvice is requested 

,. ^en a suo^ect is inducted and his ^ *"£?«£&* 

^^car^TSolu^ecf T***.*."**' "*» *" 
r^s S« fnrmrdedto the pe^nenu u.x^u. 

k^m- is tabbed for Detcom-Comsab, should the * 
2. TShen such a subject is ^aDDea x 
tabs be removed? 



T>aD3 uc ±^ 

... rt f^ rP rill not forward Security 
Pending advice fro, «» ^»^^ ^circunstances, in vie* of 
Index cards to any other Fi^ . ^ f ^ ^litaiy establishment, and this 

■SSfi&a' nSI ^ "uVf ^ec^ro* the Detcoo-Co.sah status. 
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3;2y c&^yd ^-^ ,^_ 



SAC, San Francisco 
Director s FBI 

SECURITY INDEX 



n»f**™ber 20, IJjO 



Beurlet December 7, 195°* 

Referenced letter raised two questions relative 
to the maintenance of Security Index Cards on subjects 
who arc beinc inducted into, the Ar'ied Forces: 



h 



1. 



2. 



"..hen a subject is inducted and his where- 
abouts verified in a r.ilitaru installation 
outside: the liniisof the Field Division 
carriinc the subject as office of origin, 
should the cards be forwarded to the' pertinent 
office:" 



Under these cond 
Hard fthrtnlrt nn-k 
in isjh ich the mil 
In all ^robabili 
Index uill r t ove 
one nil i tar v ins 
Instructions mer 
a letter to all 
ber 11, 19 : 0, in 
s u o je ct listed i 
tie Arned Forces 
on that individu 
inactive section 



itions, the Security Index 

he rnrhinrrl e>H -f.o -hh r> n?Fini» 

iter-- installation is located, 
tv the subject of the Security 
on numerous occas ions from, 
tallr.tion to another. 
e fu mi shed the Field in 
Field Offices dated Deceit- 
struct inn that io i 'en ever c 
n the ecuritv Index enters 

the ^ecriti; Index Card 
cl should be Dlcced in the 

of t : e Security Index. 



"..hen such a subject is tabbed for Fetco i- 
Consab, should the to.bs be rcaovedP" 






reason for no- in tain inn the~tab& <v 



There is no reason for nain-hainina wer^i 
on the Se crib's Index Cards once th.ev^aTyc 
rlaced in the inactive section of the? ry, . 



Securit); Index. 
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